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PREFACE. 


The  first  edition  of  this  Defence  against  the  Rev.  J.  Blanco  Whitt 
was  honoured  by  the  Approbation  of  no  less  than  seven  bishops,  and  by 
several  learned  divines  both  at  home  and  abroad.  It  was  translated  into 
the  German  language  by  Professor  Klee  of  the  episcopal  Seminary  oj 
Mentz,  and  published  at  the  Leipzig  book-fair  in  1827-  However 
satisfactory  to  the  author  have  been  such  testimonies  of  public  approval, 
lie  has  derived  much  more  consolation  from  hnou'ing  that  the  work  //ax 
beat  happily  instrumental,  under  the  blessing  of  divine  Providence,  in 
preserving  some  from  the  seduction  of  error,  and  conducting  others  to 
the  light  of  truth.  May  all  the  glory  be  to  the  Great  KING  OF  AGES. 
immortal  and  Invisible,  now  and  for  ever.  Amen. 
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CHAPTER    I. 


What  is  the  meaning  that  my  beloved  hath  wrought  much  wickedness 
in  my  house? 

JEREM.  xi.  v.  15. 


INTRODUCTION. — ACCOUNT  OF  MR.  B.  WHITE,  AND  OF  HIS  LATE  WORKS — 
OUTLINE  OF  HIS  HISTORY — HIS  INFIDELITY  IN  SPAIN,  AND  SINGULAR 
CONVERSION  IN  ENGLAND — TRUE  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  INQUISITION — MR. 
WHITE'S  FALSE  ASSERTIONS  RESPECTING  THE  CATHOLIC  CHURCH,  AND 
HER  AUTHORITY. 

OUR  divine  Redeemer  declared,  in  confirmation  of 
the  prediction  of  his  prophet,  that  "  a  man's  enemies 
should  be  they  of  his  own  household  :"*  and  his  Church 
has,  at  various  times,  found  the  bitterest  enemies  in  those 
whom  she  had  nourished  in  her  bosom.  She  has  had 
reason  to  exclaim:  "  I  have  brought  up  children,  and 
exalted  them,  but  they  have  despised  me."t  An  enemy 
of  this  kind  has  appeared  of  late,  in  the  person  of  the 
REV.  JOSEPH  BLANCO  WHITE,  M.A.  B.D.  in  the 
University  of  Seville;  Licentiate  of  Divinity  in  the 
University  of  Osuna ;  formerly  Chaplain  Magistral 
(Preacher)  to  the  King  of  Spain,  in  the  Royal  Chapel 
at  Seville  ;  Fellow,  and  once  Rector  of  the  College  of  St. 
Mary  a  Jesu  of  the  same  town  ;  Synodal  Examiner  of 
the  IDiocese  of  Cadiz  ;  Member  of  the  Royal  Academy 
of  Belles-Lettres  of  Seville,  fyc.  SfC.  now  a  Clergyman 
of  the  Church  of  England. — Accustomed  to  be  reviled 
by  those  who  have  been  taught  to  hate  our  Religion 
from  their  infancy,  who,  misled  by  prejudice,  blinded 
by  interest,  or  enslaved  by  party,  have  never  correctly 
informed  themselves  of  our  real  principles  ;  we  have  in 

*  St.  Matt,  x,  36.  t  Isaias,  i,  2. 
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general  little  fear  that  from  such  assailants  the  weak  j 
should  find  a  scandal,  or  our  friends  a  stumbling-block. 
But  when  a  man,  whom  our  Church  has  honoured  and 
cherished,  not  only  forsakes  her  fold,  but  does  his  utmost 
to  betray  her  to  her  enemies,  we  feel  with  the  holy 
psalmist:  "  If  my  enemy  had  reviled  me,  I  would  verily 
have  borne  with  it.  And  if  he  that  hated  me  had  spoken 
great  things  against  me,  I  would  perhaps  have  hid 
myself  from  him.  But  thou,  a  man  of  one  mind,  my 
guide  and  my  familiar,  who  didst  take  sweetmeats 
together  witli  me ;  in  the  house  of  God  we  walked 
with  consent."*  Our  Redeemer  complained  in  these 
affecting  terms  of  the  perfidy  of  one  of  his  own  Apostles: 
he  who  was  silent  under  his  other  sufferings,  felt  the 
treachery  of  his  friend,  more  deeply  than  the  malice  of 
his  open  enemies.  a  Even  the  man  of  my  peace,  in 
whom  I  trusted,  who  ate  my  bread,  hath  greatly 
supplanted  me.'H 

Though  Mr.  White  has,  too  unhappily  for  himself, 

fulfilled  the  import  of  these  words,  and  greatly  laboured 

to  supplant  the  faith  in  which  he  was  nurtured,  there 

is  no  reason  to  fear  that  his  works  will  seduce  any  to 

imitate  his  apostacy.     Catholics  know  too  well  the  voice 

of  their  faithful  pastors,  to  listen  to  the  call  of  a  hireling; 

they  are  too  well  acquainted  with  the  true  features  of 

their  Religion,  to  be  allured  by  the  revolting  caricature 

under  which  this  man  would  exhibit  her  portrait.     But 

there  may  be  some  of  other  communions,  with  whom 

the  priestJy  character  of  this  writer  may  so  far  weigh, 

as  to  lead  them   to  give  credit  to  all  his  statements 

concerning  the  Catholic  Religion ;  and  weare  persuaded 

that  the  pompous  enumeration  of  his  former  honours  in 

the  title  page  of  his  works,  was  not  made  without  some 

idea  that  such  an  effect  might  be  produced      It  may  be 

naturally  thought  that  a  priest  must  be  a  creditable 

witness  on  the  subject  of  Catholic  Faith  ;  and  that  great 

must  be  the  superiority  of  another  creed,  which  could 

prevail  upon  a  man  so  talented  and  honoured  to  give  it 

the  preference.     This,  in  general,  it  is  quite  rational  to 

*  Psalms,  liv,  13,  14,  15.  f  Psalm  xl,  10. 
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suppose  ;  and  certainly  if  a  priest  of  holy  and  edifying 
life  had  left  the  communion  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and 
embraced  another  creed  in  preference,  and  were 
correctly  to  exhibit  the  faith  of  Catholics,  honestly 
expose  his  objections  to  it,  and  shew  honourable  motives 
for  leaving  it ;  what  he  said  might  merit  attention.  But 
it  will  be  easy  to  shew,  from  Mr.  White's  own  works, 
that  the  features  of  his  case  are  widely  different ;  and 
that  he  is  a  very  incompetent  witness  against  the  creed 
of  his  forefathers. 

Mr.  White  is  the  author  of  two  works  against  our 
Religion.  The  first  is  entitled  "  Practical  and  Internal 
Evidence  against  Catholicism."  It  is  an  octavo  volume 
of  nearly  300  pages  :  its  style  is  laboured  and  obscure  ; 
and  its  whole  argumentation  so  tedious,  that  though 
many  may  have  taken  it  up  through  curiosity,  few  will 
have  had  patience  to  go  through  it,  and  much  fewer  can 
have  felt  satisfied  with  its  perusal.  It  was  written,  as 
Mr.  White  tells  us,  for  the  higher  classes ;  and  we 
should  have  left  it  to  have  its  due  soporic  effect  upon 
them  in  their  library  chairs,  if  Mr.  White  had  not  soon 
after  put  forth  his  "  Poor  Man's  Preservative  against 
Popery,  addressed  to  the  lower  classes  ;"  in  which  he 
throws  off  the  reserve  of  his  first  work,  and  declaims 
with  unmeasured  virulence  against  us,  whom  he  styles 
as  opprobriously  as  the  worst  of  our  enemies,  Romanists 
and  Papists.  This  latter  work  is  printed  in  a  cheap 
form  ;  the  profits  are  to  be  given  to  the  cc  Society  for 
promoting  Christian  Knowledge,"  and  no  doubt  this 
redoubtable  production  will  be  added  to  their  list  of 
works  against  Popery.*  Perhaps  thus  industriously 

*  The  writer  of  these  pages  sent  some  time  ago  to  the  Society 
above-named  for  all  the  works  they  had  on  sale  against  Popery.  He 
received  fifteen  tracts  of  the  most  violent  and  calumniating  character, 
imputing  to  the  Catholics  abominable  tenets  which  they  never  held, 
and  grossly  misrepresenting  what  they  do  hold.  Let  those  attend  to 
this  who  are  so  loud  in  complaining  of  works  circulated  by  Catholics. 
Let  them  point  out  one  wnich  charges  Protestants  with  doctrines 
which  they  disclaim ;  and  let  them  say  if  it  be  not  a  disgrace  to  a 
Society  which  professes  to  promote  Christian  Knowledge,  to  lend 
itself  thus  to  the  propagation  of  calumny,  misrepresentation,  and 
bitterness,  against  so  great  a  proportion  of  the  Christian  world. 
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spread  among  those  classes  of  the  community,  who  are 
already  sufficiently  prejudiced  against  Catholics,  and 
who  have  not  often  the  means  of  reading  or  hearing  any 
thing  in  our  defence,  this  production  of  Mr.  White's 
may  add  to  the  animosity  and  increase  the  unjust  pre- 
possession against  the  faith  of  Catholics  ;  and  the  pre- 
sent work  is  undertaken  to  defend  our  Religion  from 
the  evil  report  which  Mr.  White's  writings  have  given 
of  it,  and  in  order  that  where  his  poison  has  reached, 
an  antidote  may  be  soon  at  hand.  It  will  be  found  to 
contain  a  close  examination  of  both  the  above  works  ; 
principally,  however,  following  the  text  of  the  "  Poor 
Man's  Preservative  against  Popery."  It  must  be 
observed,  that  the  plan  of  both  Mr.  White's  books  is 
much  the  same,  as  is  the  order  pursued  in  each.  The 
latter  is  little  else  than  a  reduction  of  his  larger  work 
to  a  cheap  form,  and  more  intelligible  style  for  the 
unlearned ;  and  as  might  be  anticipated,  it  vilifies  the 
Catholic  faith  in  termsTraore  undisguised  and  unsparing. 
Every  thing  material  in  both  works  shall  be  noticed  in 
the  present  publication. 

The  "  Poor  Man's  Preservative"  contains  four  Dia- 
logues between  Mr.  White  and  his  reader.  The  title 
of  the  first  is  as  follows  :  "  An  account  of  the  Author ; 
how  the  errors  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  made 
him  an  infidel ;  and  how,  to  avoid  her  tyranny,  he  came 
to  England,  where  the  knowledge  of  the  Protestant 
religion  made  him  again  embrace  Christianity."  The 
account  which  the  author  gives  of  himself  is  extraordi- 
nary enough  :  the  reader  will  do  well  to  attend  closely 
to  its  outline,  and  judge  if  the  subject  of  it  can  be  at  all 
a  competent  exposer  of  Catholic  faith  or  discipline. 

It  appears  from  the  account  in  both  works,  that  Mr. 
Joseph  Blanco  White  was  born  in  Spain,  though  of 
Irish  extraction  ;  that  at  the  age  of  fourteen  he  decided 
on  studying  for  the  Church,  and  was  ordained  priest  at 
twenty-five.  Soon  after  he  was  made  a  chaplain  to  the 
King  of  Spain,  and  obtained  all  the  other  honours 
enumerated  in  the  title  given  above  from  his  larger 
work.  About  two  years  after,  or  somewhat  less,  he 
became  an  absolute  infidel ,-  and  though  he  had  renounced 
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Christianity  in  his  heart,  as  he  himself  tells  ns,  he  con- 
tinued for  ten  years  to  perform  all  the  duties  of  a  priest, 
to  teach  with  the  basest  hypocrisy  what  he  did  not  believe, 
to  receive  the  confidence  of  numbers  in  the  sacred  tri- 
bunal of  confession,  who  gave  it,  as  they  thought,  to  a 
faithful  minister  ;  and,  in  short,  to  carry  on  a  complete 
em  of  deception  upon  innumerable  unsuspecting- 
Christians.  At  last,  in  1810,  he  came  to  England,  where 
he  proceeded  by  a  curious  route, to  the  ministry  of  the 
loaves  and  fishes.  He  tells  us  that  he  was  first  moved 
by  hearing  a  hymn  sung  in  a  church  in  London,  which 
must  have  been  powerful  indeed  to  move  a  man  who 
had  heard  and  recited  so  many  hundreds  of  hymns  in  the 
course  of  his  ministry  in  Spain,  and  was  proof  against 
them  all.  Then  he  took  a  very  simple  method,  as  he 
says,  to  work  round  to  Christianity  again  :  he  said  the 
Lord^s  Prayer  every  morning  for  three  years  !  A  sim- 
ple method  truly,  and  much  simpler  and  lighter  to  flesh 
and  blood  than  having  to  say  the  same  Lord's  Prayer 
more  than  a  dozen  times  a  day  in  his  Breviary  ;  besides 
a  great  number  of  hymns,  psalms,  lessons,  prayers,  and 
antiphons.  In  three  years  then,  about  the  year  1814,  he 
became  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England,  sub- 
scribed the  Articles,  and  became  tutor  to  the  son  of  a 
nobleman.  What  Catholic  will  envy  the  Church  of 
England  the  possession  of  such  a  man  ?  what  Catholic 
will  not  rejoice  that  such  a  deceitful  shepherd  should 
have  cast  off  the  sheep's  clothing,  and  that  thereby  an 
end  should  have  been  put  to  his  cruel  imposition  and 
devastation  among  the  unsuspecting  faithful  ?  The 
Church  of  England,  however,  was  near  losing  this  pre- 
cious prize;  for,  after  professing  himself  a  Protestant, 
this  very  consistent  man  tells  us,  that  he  was  again 
strongly  tempted  in  his  faith,  and  inclined  to  Unitarian- 
ism  ;  and  in  such  a  degree,  that  "  he  feared  his  Christian 
faith  had  been  extinguished."  However,  he  settled 
again  to  the  Church  of  England  ;  and  this  is  the  outline 
of  the  history  of  this  valuable  acquisition  to  the  esta- 
blishment.* 

*  What  would  Swift  have  said  of  such  a  "  Convert  from  Popery?" 
His  usual  remark  was :  "  /  zm//,  when  the  Pope  weeds  his  garden,  lie 
trwl'/  not  thrnw  his  nettles  over  <jur  wall!" 
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Mr.  White  is  very  anxious  to  make  it  appear,  that 
immorality  and  levity  did  not  prepare  the  way  for  his 
renunciation  of  Christianity.  "  I  declare"  he  says, 
4i  most  solemnly,  that  my  rejection,  of  Christianity 
took  place  at  a  period  when  my  conscience  could  not 
reproach  me  with  any  open  breach  of  the  duty,  but  those 
committed  several  years  before."  What  is  this  but  an 
acknowledgment  that  vice  did  prepare  the  way  for  his 
infidelity  ?  He  has  told  us  that,  at  the  age  of  fourteen, 
he  was  very  pious  and  virtuous  :  he  rejected  Christianity 
about  the  age  of  twenty-seven ;  so  that  if  he  had  commit- 
ted open  breaches  of  duty  several  years  before,  it  is  clear 
from  his  own  account,  that  during  the  important  years 
of  collegiate  retirement  and  preparation  for  the  sacred 
ministry,  he  was  guilty  of  open  sins ;  and  it  is  easy 
enough  to  understand  how  so  unworthy  a  preparation 
might  justly  deserve  a  subtraction  of  divine  grace,  and 
might  cause  him  to  fall,  by  little  and  little,  into  the 
gulf  of  infidelity.  The  most  deplorable  falls  from 
faith  are  not  always  immediately  consequent  upon 
immorality  ;  but  the  sacred  judgments  of  God  are  often 
working  their  slow  but  certain  vengeance  ;  and  those 
open  breaches,  which  Mr.  White  acknowledges  to  have 
committed  before  his  ordination,  to  say  nothing  of  secret 
sins,  which  he  does  not  disown,  may  indeed  have 
deserved,  by  an  ordinary  judgment  of  the  Almighty, 
the  loss  of  the  precious  gift  of  faith  soon  after  it. 
Faith,  as  Mr.  White  knows  and  declares,  is  a  super- 
natural gift,  and  he  will  never  persuade  us  that  the 
God  of  goodness  and  justice  would  have  deprived  him 
of  that  precious  gift,  and  let  him  fall  into  infidelity,  if 
he  had  been  as  immaculate  in  morals  as  he  would  have 
us  believe.  His  own  evidence  condemns  him  clearly  on 
this  head,  and  places  it  beyond  all  doubt,  that  his 
progress  to  unbelief  was  not  different  from  that  of  so 
many  before  him;  who,  as  F.  O'Leary  used  to  say, 
"  never  laughed  at  their  catechism  till  they  had  lost 
their  innocence."  He  tells  us  that  he  read  the  works 
of  able  French  authors  against  infidelity,  and  other 
works  of  the  same  kind,  and  that  he  preached  an  elabo- 
rate sermon  against  unbelief;*  yet  all  in  vain — he  soon 

*  The  occasion  of  this  sermom,  Mr.  White  tells  us,  was  the  coming 
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after  bordered  on  atheism.  Can  any  one  believe,  that 
a  man  of  sincere  piety  and  upright  moral  conduct, 
would  have  been  left  thus  to  sink  into  the  absolute 
denial  of  Christianity  ? 

At  page  11  of  his  Preservative,  Mr.  White,  speaking 
of  a  neighbour  who  boasts  of  being  an  infidel,  says,  that 
he  feels  quite  assured,  that  if  the  man  would  u  abstain 
from  open  sin,  and  pray  daily  to  his  Maker  to  lead  him 
into  the  truth,  he  would  soon  become  a  sincere  Chris- 
tian." How  comes  it  then,  that  the  same  means  did  not 
preserve  Mr.  White  from  leaving  Christianity  ?  Pro- 
bably he  found  that  it  is  not  enough  to  abstain  from 
open  sin  ;  if  he  even  did  so  much.  The  grace  of  God 
is  too  fatally  lost  by  secret  sins,  which  do  not  openly 
appear  to  men,  but  are  avenged  by  Him  "  who  searcheth 
the  reins  and  the  heart." 

To  extenuate  his  own  apostacy,  Mr.  White  would 
have  it  believed  that  a  great  portion  of  the  Spanish 
clergy  are  unbelievers  in  their  hearts.  There  was  a 
Judas  among  the  apostles  ;  and  it  is  no  wonder  if  there 
are  bad  priests  among  the  clergy  of  any  country.  It  is 
in  the  economy  of  Providence  to  suffer  tares  among  his 
corn,  and  to  "  let  both  grow  till  the  harvest  :"  but  it 
will  not  be  believed  on  the  testimony  of  an  apostate, 
that  a  great  portion  of  the  clergy  are  tainted  with  infi- 
delity. The  assertion  only  shews  what  kind  of  company 
Mr.  White  kept  in  Spain. 

But  it  is  time  to  examine  what  were  the  weighty  argu- 
ments which  overturned  the  belief  of  Mr.  Blanco  White. 
The  Catholic  will  be  surprised  and  amused  to  find,  that 
the  grave  and  important  reasoning  which  shook  this 
writer,  was  the  old  worn-out  falsehood,  so  often  objected 
to  Catholics  by  the  name  of  the  vicious  circle.  And  Mr. 
W.  pretends  that  it  was  the  spontaneous  suggestion  of 
his  own  mind.  Certainly  no  proof  of  mental  vigour  is 


of  a  royal  brigade  to  tt'or.si^p  the  body  of  Saint  Ferdinand.  Why 
did  Mr."  White  employ  this  word,  which  he  knew  is  usually  understood 
of  supreme  adoration  due  to  God  alone,  and  never  pnid  l>y  Catholics 
tetheSainti?  This  is  a  fair  specimen  of  the  disingenuousness  and 
insidious  misrepresentation  of  the  Catholic  Religion  throughout  the, 
two  works, 
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exhibited  in  such  a  discovery.  "  I  believe,"  says  Mr. 
W.  "  that  the  reasoning  is  not  new  in  theological  con- 
troversy." We  believe  not  indeed  ;  for  every  course  of 
divinity  exposes  the  falsehood3  and  Mr.  W.  must  have 
met  with  it  many  times  before  he  took  his  degrees  in 
theology.  u  /  believed,"  says  he, "  the  infallibility  of  the 
Church,  because  the  Scripture  said  she  was  infallible  / 
while  I  had  no  better  proof  that  the  Scripture  said  so, 
than  the  assertion  of  the  Church  that  she  could  not  mis- 
take the  Scripture.  In  vain  did  I  endeavour  to  evade 
the  force  of  this  argument  :  indeed,  I  still  believe  it 
unanswerable."  What  an  acknowledgment  for  a  Licen- 
tiate in  divinity,  to  be  staggered  by  a  fallacy  which 
any  student  in  logic  can  detect !  This  proves  still  more 
clearly  that  Mr.  W.  did  not  then  possess  that  unclouded 
rectitude  of  mind  which  ever  accompanies  a  spotless  life. 
Now,  to  reply  to  this  unanswerable  argument : — it  is 
easily  shewn  that  Catholics  do  not  reason  in  a  circle. 
To  constitute  a  vicious  circle,  there  must  be  two  propo- 
sitions, equally  unknown,  mutually  used  to  prove  each 
other  against  the  same  opponents,  and  in  the  same  way 
of  demonstration.  But  the  authority  of  Scripture,  and 
the  authority  of  the  Church,  are  not  equally  unknown  ; 
for  we  are  persuaded,  first  of  the  authority  of  the 
Church  by  motives  of  credibility  ;  and  next,  the  Church 
thus  known  to  us  proposes  the  Scripture  as  the  word  of 
God,  and  the  Scripture  manifestly  confirms  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Church.  Nor  are  the  authority  of  Scripture 
and  that  of  the  Church  used  against  the  same  opponents  ; 
for  against  infidels,  the  Scripture  is  proved  from  the 
Church,  which  is  known  to  them  by  other  motives  of 
credibility;  and  against  heretics,  the  Church  is  proved 
by  an  argumentum  ad  hominem  from  the  Scripture, 
which  they  admit.  Nor  are  these  authorities  used  in 
the  same  way  of  demonstration ;  for  the  authority  of 
Scripture  is  proved  d  posteriori,  the  cause  from  the 
effect,  by  the  authority  of  the  Church  ;  and  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Church  is  proved  «  priori,  the  effect  from  the 
cause,  by  that  of  the  Scripture.  Such  a  method  of 
proving  is  quite  common  :  the  existence  of  God  is 
proved  from  the  existence  of  bodies,  and  the  existence 
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ijodies  is  proved  from  the  existence  of  God.  The 
il  of  a  physician  is  proved  by  the  cure  of  diseases, 
and  the  cure  of  diseases  by  the  skill  of  a  good  physician. 
If  we  have  to  deal  with  one  who  denies  both  the  autho- 
rity of  Scripture,  and  that  of  the  Church,  we  first  prove 
the  authenticity  of  the  bible  in  the  same  way  as  that  of 
any  other  book  ;  and  secondly,  demonstrate  that  the 
writers  of  it  must  have  been  inspired:  in  the  third  place, 
we  shew  from  the  Scripture  that  Christ  instituted  a 
Church,  and  promised  that  it  should  not  err.  When 
this  is  done,  we  propose  the  truth  and  canonicity  of  the 
Scriptures  to  be  believed  now  with  divine  faith^  from 
the  authority  of  the  Church,  which  we  have  found. 
Where  is  the  vicious  circle  in  this  argumentation  ? 

It  is  somewhat  strange  that  Protestants  should  charge 
us  with  arguing  in  a  circle,  when  they  themselves 
cannot  avoid  falling  into  one  by  their  own  method. 
For  wrhen  we  ask  them  why  they  believe  this  or  that 
book  to  be  canonical,  they  reply,  because  their  own 
private  examination  has  convinced  them  of  it;  and 
when  we  further  ask,  how  they  know  that  their  own 
private  examination  is  a  sure  way  of  distinguishing 
between  books  canonical  and  apocryphal,  they  reply 
that  the  Scripture  expressly  tells  them  that  it  is.  Thus 
they  believe  their  private  judgment  sufficient,  because 
the  Scripture  says  it  is  sufficient ;  while  they  have  no 
better  proof  that  the  Scripture  says  so,  than  their  own 
private  judgment  that  they  cannot  mistake  the  Scriptures. 
Let  Mr.  White  compare  this  with  his  own  grand  argu- 
ment quoted  above,  and  see  where  the  vicious  circle 
lies. 

The  Catholic  Church  has  a  two-fold  authority  :  one 
as  an  illustrious  society,  and  the  Church  of  Christ ; 
another,  as  being  by  his  promise  infallible  in  points  of 
faith.  But  if  he  had  not  given  her  this  privilege,  she 
would  yet  have  been  the  most  illustrious  society  upon 
earth  ;  because  she  would  have  had  a  lawful  mission 
and  succession  from  the  Apostles,  with  many  thousands  of 
martyrs, holy  doctors,  and  unquestionable  miracles.  Her 
testimony  would  even  so  have  been  evidence  enough  to 
make  us  believe  what  she  proposed  as  revealed  truths  ; 

B  2 
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though  no  authority  but  that  of  God  could  be  the  proper  | 
motive  of  divine  faith.  Our  Saviour  gave  testimony  to 
St.  John  Baptist,  and  St.  John  gave  testimony  to  our 
Saviour  :  but  such  as  knew  Christ  first,  might  upon  his 
word,  believe  St.  John ;  and  such  as  first  knew  St.  John,  . 
might  upon  St.  John's  word  believe  in  Christ.  So 
those  who  know  the  Church,  by  the  marks  it  would  have 
had  although  the  Scripture  had  never  been  written, 
may  believe  the  Scripture,  because  the  Church  bids 
them  ;  and  those  who  believe  the  Scripture,  before  they 
know  the  true  Church,  may  believe  the  Church,  because 
the  Scripture  bids  them.  "  For,"  says  Augustin, 
"  there  are  not  so  many  heresies  against  the  Church,  as 
there  are  texts  of  Scripture  for  it."* 

Mr.  White  confesses  that  such  was  the  powerful  effect 
of  this  grand  argument  upon  him,  that  from  the  moment 
he  believed  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Religion  was  false, 
he  had  no  religion  at  all,  and  lived  without  God  in  the 
world.  The  reader,  with  whom  he  holds  the  supposed 
dialogue,  says  he  might  at  least  have  tried  some  other 
Church  before  he  became  an  Infidel.  Mr.  White's 
reply  deserves  particular  notice.  u  You  forget  that  I 
was  in  a  country  where  the  Roman  Catholic  Religion 
played  its  accustomed  game  of  Christ  with  the  Pope-)  or 
no  Christ.  The  first  thing  that  a  true  Roman  Catholic 
teaches  those  who  grow  under  his  care,  is,  that  either 
all  that  the  Church  of  Rome  believes  is  true,  or  all  that 
is  contained  in  the  Scripture  is  false.  To  believe  that 
the  Church  of  Rome  can  be,  or  is  wrong  in  one  single 
article  of  her  creed,  is,  according  to  that  Church,  the 
same  as  to  disbelieve  the  whole  gospel."  It  appears 
then  that  ten  years  of  infidelity  have  made  Mr.  White 
forget,  among  other  things,  that  the  great  St.  Augustin 
said:  "  For  my  part,  I  would  not  believe  the  gospel, 
unless  the  authority  of  the  Catholic  Church  induced  me 
to  believe  it.  If  you  forbid  me  to  believe  the  Catholic?, 
you  take  an  ill  course  to  bring  me  over  to  your  persua- 
sion by  the  gospel  ;  because  I  believed  the  gospel  itself 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Catholics. "t  In  the 

*  In  Psalm  cxlvii,  sec.  16. 
f  Lib.  contra  Epist.     Fundamenti,  cap.  4  et  5. 
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judgment  of  St.  Augustin,  to  reject  the  authority  of 
the  Catholic  Church,  is  to  overthrow  Christianity,  JLet 
Mr.  White  remember  that  the  Church  of  England 
professes  to  venerate  the  writings  of  the  early  Fathers, 
and  if  he  has  any  sincerity  left,  let  him  not  talk  of 
Catholics  playing  their  "  accustomed  game,"  lest  he  be 
found  to  ridicule  the  most  illustrious  doctor  of  the 
'Church. 

Having  u  thrown  off  all  allegiance  to  the  Christian 
religion,  though  I  tried,"  he  says,  "  to  enjoy  myself 
and  indulge  my  desires,  I  could  find  neither  hap- 
piness nor  comfort.  I  lived  ten  years  in  the  most 
wretched  and  distressed  state  of  mind ;  nothing  was 
wanting  to  my  being  happy  but  the  liberty  of  declaring 
my  opinions."*  Whatever,  then,  had  been  his  previous 
conduct,  it  is  avowed  here  that  he  abandoned  himself 
to  licentiousness  when  he  had  forsaken  his  faith.  This 
is  ail  in  character;  but  how  comes  Mr.  White  to  say 
now — now  that  he  professes  to  be  a  Christian  and  a 
Church  of  Eno-land  minister — that  in  that  deplorable 
abyss  of  infidelity  and  vicious  indulgence,  nothing  was 
wanting  to  his  being  happy  but  the  liberty  of  declaring 
his  opinions  ?  Does  it  tell  well  for  his  sincerity  and 
rectitude  at  present,  to  declare  thus  to  the  wavering 
Christian  that  he  may  plunge  into  infidelity  and  immo- 
rality, and  yet  that  nothing  will  hinder  him  from  being 
happy,  provided  he  can  declare  his  opinions  freely  ? 
Oh,  we  do  not  envy  the  Church  of  England  such  a 
patched-up  proselyte!  These  are  only  stronger  evi- 
dences against  his  boasted  purity  of  morals  before  his 
infidelity.  He  never  learned  in  the  bosom  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  that  infidelity  and  vice  could  give  any 
real  happiness  to  their  deluded  victims  ;  or  that  liberty 
of  declaring  their  opinions  is  all  that  is  required  to 
make  such  men  happy. 

Ten  years  Mr.  White  spent,  acting  daily  as  a  minister 
and  promoter  of  a  religion  in  which  he  did  not  believe: 
and  when  the  various  duties  of  a  Catholic  priest  are 
considered,  a  more  ^complete  instance  of  hypocrisy  and 

*  Preservative,  pages  11  and  5. 
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deception  can  scarcely  be  imagined,  than  that  to  which 
Mr.  White  pleads  guilty.  During  those  ten  years,  he 
must  have  often  recited  and  sung  the  divine  office  in 
public  at  least, — in  private,  of  course,  he  did  not  wear 
out  many  breviaries, — he  must  have  pretended  many 
hundred  times  to  say  Mass,  deceiving  thousands  ot 
sincere  Catholics,  who  little  thought  that  they  assisted 
at  a  diabolical  imposture;  for  most  probably  he  omitted 
or  nullified  the  most  sacred  parts  of  the  sacrifice,  and 
could  have  had  no  serious  intention  at  any  time.  He 
must  have  preached,  and  pretended  to  enforce  what  his 
heart  affected  to  deny  ;  he  must  have  received  the  most 
sacred  confidence  of  many  souls  in  the  tribunal  ot 
confession ;  and  how  cruel  was  the  imposition  he 
practised  upon  their  confiding  candour  !  He  probably 
was  called  to  prepare  the  sick  and  dying  for  the  most 
awful  passage  to  eternity ;  and  the  mind  shudders  at 
the  thought  of  poor  souls  in  the  straits  of  death  being  at 
the  mercy  of  a  wolf  in  sheep's  clothing.  Does  Mr.  W. 
think  he  can  find  a  palliation  for  his  impostures  in 
pretending  that  he  was  compelled  to  be  a  hypocrite  ? — 
Would  any  mind,  with  a  single  principle  of  natural 
rectitude  left,  with  any  sense  of  honour  and  sincerity 
remaining,  have  consented  to  pursue  a  lengthened 
course  of  deception  like  this  ?  No  :  better  a  thousand 
times,  and  more  honourable,  to  have  exposed  himself 
to  peril,  than  to  have  become  the  base  deceiver  ot 
thousands  of  unsuspecting  Christians.  He  pretends  to 
have  been  afraid  of  the  Inquisition,  and  is  very  loud 
about  the  tyranny  of  the  Church  of  Rome  ;  but  it  comes 
out  that  another  reason  weighed  heavier — the  fear  of 
afflicting  his  parents.  He  tells  us — what  any  one  could 
readily  see — that  he  could  have  gone  to  North  America, 
but  that  the  love  of  his  parents  withheld  him  ;  so  that 
rather  than  grieve  his  parents,  he  remained  a  hypocrite. 
It  is  not  unlikely  that  his  clerical  emoluments  had  a 
stronger  hold  upon  an  infidel  than  filial  affection  ;  and 
when  the  French  came  at  last,  and  put  his  revenues  in 
jeopardy,  and  all  things  in  confusion,  he  probably  moved 
off,  for  the  best  of  all  reasons — because  he  was  obliged. 
Mr.  White,  in  his  book  for  the  lower  classes,  paints  in 
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rful  colours  the  Inquisition,  and  the  tyranny  of  the 
Church  of  Rome.  He  always  puts  religious  tyranny  in 
italics,  and  illustrates  it  by  such  strokes  as  the  follow- 
ing : — "  The  popes  of  Rome  believe  that  they  have  a 
right  to  oblige  all  men  who  have  been  baptized  by  their 
priests,  to  continue  Roman  Catholics  to  their  lives'  end. 
A  Roman  Catholic,  who  is  not  protected  by  Protestant 
lavs,  is  all  over  the  world  a  slave.  The  Roman 
Catholic  Religion  in  itself,  and  such  as  the  pope  would 
make  it  all  over  the  world,  if  there  were  no  Protestant 
laws  to  resist  it,  is  the  most  horrible  system  of  tyranny 
that  ever  opposed  the  welfare  of  man."  Could  not 
Mr.  White  content  himself  at  least  with  the  truth  ;  and 
not  thus  outrageously  vilify  and  misrepresent  the 
religion  of  his  fathers  ?  He  knew  very  well  when  he 
wrote,  that  the  popes  of  Rome  believe  no  such  thing  as 
that  they  have  a  right  to  oblige  people  to  continue 
Roman  Catholics.  The  popes  have  no  articles  of  faith 
separate  from  those  of  the  Catholic  Church  throughout 
the  world  ;  and  Mr.  W.  well  knows  that  he  can  produce 
no  shadow  of  proof  that  such  an  absurd  tenet  was  ever 
believed  by  the  Catholic  Church.  That  Church  has 
ever  believed  it  obligatory  upon  her  to  use  every  means 
which  the  gospel  puts  into  her  hands  to  keep  her 
children  from  being  seduced  by  false  teachers  ;  namely, 
the  means  of  exhortation,  reproof,  and  all  such  correc- 
tion as  is  consistent  with  personal  liberty  ;  but  it  is  no 
part  of  Catholic  faith  that  people  are  to  be  in  any  other 
way  obliged  to  continue  in  her  communion.  Mr.  White 
knew  too,  that  a  Catholic  is  not  a  slave  all  over  the 
world,  where  there  are  no  Protestant  laws  to  protect 
him.  He  knew  that  English  Catholics  were  truly  free 
before  the  very  name  of  Protestant  was  heard  of;  and, 
alas  !  he  was  not  ignorant  that  Protestant  laws,  so  far 
from  protecting  them,  made  them  slaves  in  their  own 
land.  There  are  no  Protestant  laws  in  France,  nor  in 
many  other  countries  of  the  globe,  where  Catholics  are 
very  far  from  being  slaves.  To  say  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Religion  in  itself  is  the  most  horrible  system 
of  tyranny,  is  saying  a  great  deal  more  than  Mr.  W 
would  be  able  to  prove  :  and  he  does  not  attempt  to 
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support  it  by  any  proof,  except  a  vehement  declamation 
against  the  Inquisition.  This  is  leading  his  readers 
falsely  to  imagine  that  the  Inquisition  is  an  essential 
companion  of  Catholicity,  that  we  cannot  be  true 
Catholics  without  approving  its  alleged  cruelties. — 
These  are  monstrous  misrepresentations,  as  a  few  plain 
statements  will  abundantly  shew. 

That  the  Inquisition  is  no  part  of  our  Religion,  is 
manifest  from  the  plain  facts  that  the  Catholic  Religion 
existed  twelve  hundred  years  in  every  part  of  the  globe 
without  any  tribunal  of  the  kind  ;  that  there  are  very 
many  countries  in  which  it  was  never  established,  though 
the  Catholic  faith  flourished  in  them  ;  and  that  the 
popes,  with  all  the  religious  tyranny  with  which  Mr.  W. 
reproaches  them,  never  refused  to  acknowledge  the 
Catholics  of  those  countries  equally  with  those  who  had 
an  Inquisition.  Few,  if  any  Catholics  in  France  or  in 
this  kingdom,  will  praise  the  Inquisition  or  its  pro- 
ceedings ;  but  so  many  falsehoods  and  exaggerations 
have  been  propagated  against  that  tribunal,  that  it  is 
but  just  to  distinguish  truth  from  falsehood  in  its 
regard. 

The  Inquisition,  as  all  history  testifies,  was  never 
established  in  any  kingdom,  but  by  the  consent,  and 
sometimes  even  at  the  request  of  its  sovereign.  It  is 
essential  to  keep  this  point  steadily  in  view,  for  declaim- 
ers  against  the  Inquisition  always  conceal  it ;  and  Mr. 
White,  like  the  rest,  endeavours  to  make  his  readers 
believe  that  it  is  solely  the  pope's  tribunal,  "  esta- 
blished," he  says,  "  kept  up,  and  managed  by  and  under 
the  pope's  authority."  But  if  this  were  the  case,  it 
would  be  natural  that  in  Rome,  where  the  pope  is 
absolute  sovereign,  spiritual  and  temporal,  the  Inqui- 
sition would  be  the  most  cruel  and  sanguinary,  whereas 
the  contrary  is  a  well  known  fact.  The  Roman  Inqui- 
sition is  the  mildest  of  all ;  no  example  is  recorded  of 
its  having  punished  any  one  with  death  :  and  if  Mr. 
White  had  been  sincere,  he  would  not  have  written  a 
charge  so  triumphantly  contradicted  by  this  striking 
fact.  The  many  English  who  have  visited  Rome  will 
testify  that  Protestants  can  enjoy  perfect  liberty  and 
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urity  there,  and  even  assemble  for  their  own  worship 
without  fear  of  the  Inquisition.  After  all,  when  a 
Spaniard  is  reproached  with  the  rigours  of  the  Inqui- 
sition, he  may  reply,  that  far  less  blood  has  been  shed 
by  all  the  Inquisitions  ever  established,  than  has  flowed 
in  France  and  Germany,  from  wars  in  the  cause  of 
religion  ;  and  that  the  Inquisition  has,  at  least,  secured 
'Spain  from  the  poison  of  infidelity,  which  has  infected 
almost  every  other  nation  of  Europe.  There  is  little 
doubt  but  that  if  once  those  who  profess  to  be  atheists 
and  deists  became  our  masters,  they  would  establish  an 
Inquisition  more  rigorous  than  that  of  Spain,  against 
'those  who  retained  any  respect  for  religion  ;  witness 
!the  horrors  of  the  French  Revolution  ;  witness  the  sen- 
tence of  Rousseau,  in  his  Contrat  Social,  upon  any  one 
who  would  not  act  conformably  with  his  Civic  Religion  : 
Let  him  be  punished  with  death ! 

But  let  us  follow  Mr.  White  to  England,  and  see 
how  he  profited  of  his  escape  from  the  horrors  of  Popery . 
He  tells  us  that  the  unmeaning  ceremonies  of  Catholics 
had  made  him  sick  of  churches  and  church-service.  If 
Mr.  White  had  ever  done  his  duty  as  a  priest,  he  would 
have  examined  the  ceremonies  of  our  Church  more 
closely,  and  would  have  found  that  no  one  of  them  is 
without  meaning.  Very  many  have  produced  the  most 
striking  effects  upon  strangers  who  have  witnessed  them, 
and  have  proved  the  beginning  of  far  more  valuable 
conversions  than  Addison's  Hymn  caused  in  Mr.  Blanco 
White.  Why,  then,  does  he  thus  condemn  our  vene- 
rable ceremonies  by  wholesale,  when  he  knows  that  the 
greater  part  of  them  are  of  the  highest  antiquity,  and 
are  only  unmeaning  to  those  who  have  "said  in  their 
hearts,  there  is  no  God  ?"  He  affects  to  have  been 
moved  with  the  "  beautiful  simplicity"  and  "  warm 
heartiness"  of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  Did  he 
not  know  that  whatever  beauty  that  book  contains, 
belongs  to  the  Catholic  Missal,  Ritual  and  Breviary, 
from  which  it  is  often  literally  translated  ?  Yes,  he 
knew  all  this ;  but  his  studied  malevolence  against  the 
Catholic  Church  prompted  him  to  conceal  it. 

After  saying  the  Lord's  Prayer  every  morning  for 
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three  years,  and  reading  Paley's  Evidences,  Mr.  White 
tells  us  that  he  was  enabled  u  with  humble  sincerity  tc 
receive  the  Sacrament  according  to  the  manner  of  the 
Church  of  England,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be,  of  ali 
human  establishments^  the  most  suited  in  her  discipline. 
to  promote  the  ends  of  the  gospel ;  and  in  her  doctrines, 
as  pure  and  orthodox  as  those  which  were  founded  by 
the  Apostles  themselves."  This  sentence  owns  a  great 
deal  more,  probably,  than  Mr.  White  meant  to  acknow- 
ledge. The  Church  of  England  may  be  the  best  oi 
human  establishments;  and  if  Mr.  White  was  in  search 
of  nothing  higher,  he  did  well  to  turn  in  there.  The 
Catholic  Church  is  no  human  establishment ;  it  claims 
a  divine  foundation  ;  it  claims  to  have  been  built  by 
the  Apostles  themselves,  which  Mr.  White  here  admits 
that  the  Church  of  England  was  not,  as  indeed  all  the 
world  knows. 

When  Mr.  White,  soon  after,  was  wavering  between 
the  Church  of  England  doctrines  and  Unitarianism,  he 
tells  us  that,  in  the  midst  of  all  his  doubts,  he  presented 
himself  at  the  Sacramental  Table.  We  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  dispositions  he  possessed  for  receiving 
that,  which,  whatever  the  Church  of  England  believe  is 
to  be,  she  considers  faith  at  least  quite  necessary  to 
receive.  In  fact  faith  is  the  whole  of  a  Protestant's 
communion  ;  for  if  he  expects  to  receive  Christ  at  all  in 
his  Sacrament,  it  is  only  by  faith  that  he  considers  him- 
self to  partake  of  His  body  and  blood — so  that  Mr. 
White,  in  the  judgment  of  a  Protestant,  must  have  had 
glorious  dispositions  for  communion,  with  his  mind  full 
of  doubts  about  the  divinity  of  the  Son  of  God.  How- 
ever, this  communion  wrought  wonders,  if  we  are  to 
believe  Mr.  White ;  for  after  it  he  found  himself  stronger 
than  ever  in  the  creed  of  the  Church  of  England. 

After  detailing  his  various  fluctuations  in  religion, 
Mr.  White  is  forced  to  give  testimony  to  the  truth  in 
these  remarkable  words :  "  Happy,  indeed,  are  those 
millions  of  humble  Christians,  who,  from  the  publica- 
tion of  the  gospel  to  our  own  times,  have  received  the 
doctrines  of  the  bible  by  the  simple  means  of  their  cate- 
chism, and  the  instructions  imparted  by  their  Christian 
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mstors,  and  so  ordered  their  lives  as  not  to  wish  those 

doctrines  to  be  false!  How  infinitely  more  happy  is  the 

ot  of  these  humble  Christians  than  mine  /"*      This  is  a 

ruly  Catholic  sentence.     Our  Church  has  ever  pro- 

eeded  upon  the  simple  method  here  commended  :  and 

f  Mr.  White  still  thinks  well  of  it,  why  has  he  joined  a 

•ommunion,  which  by  extolling  private  interpretation, 

.nd  making  every  man  independent  of  pastoral  instruc- 

L  ion,  acts  completely  at  variance  with  the  plan,  which 

rtr.  White  here  pronounces  to  be  best  calculated  to 

nake  millions  happy?    But  let  the  candid  reader  mark 

a^ell  the  avowal  contained  in  the  words  we  have  put  in 

italics;  and  say  if  they  do  not  refute  his  whole  book, 

*  .nd  if  it  be  not  just  to  exclaim  :  "  Out  of  thy  own  mouth 

'"judge  thee  /"t 

Towards  the  close  of  the  First  Dialogue  in   Mr. 
White's  "  Preservative,"  he  is  asked  this  question  : 
11  Do  you  believe,  then,  Sir,  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
.re  not  Christians  ?"     He  answers,  that  though  he  has 
*;nown  most  sincere  followers  of  Christ  amongst  them,  he 
s  convinced  that  Catholicism,  by  laying  another  foun- 
(ation   than   Christ,  by   making    the   pope,   with   his 
Church,  if  not  the  author,  certainly  the  finisher  of  their 
aith,  exposes  its  members  to  the  most  imminent  danger 
Vrom  the  arguments  of  infidelity.    If  Mr.  White  has 
-mown  most  sincere  followers  of  Christ  amongst  Catho- 
lics, our  religion  cannot  be  so  bad  as  he  elsewhere 
abours  hard  to  represent  it ;  if  it  were  possible  for  him 
o  have  been  a  sincere  follower  of  Christ  in  our  commu- 
nion, he  need  not  have  left  it ;   nor  is  there  any  room  for 
he  exultation  he  affects  to  feel  at  his  change  from  it. 
There  cannot  be  any  thing  radicallybad  in  a  communion, 
vhich  is  capable  of  forming  sincere  followers  of  Christ ; 
md  therefore  the  charge  of  making  the  pope  the  finisher 
of  faith, ^  and  building  upon  another  foundation  than 
Christ,  is  as  contradictory  and  inconsequent,  as  it  is  false 
>ind  malevolent. §     How   will   Mr.  White  attempt  to 

*  Preservative,  pages  19  and  20. 
f  St.  Luke,  xix.  22. 
I  Hebre\ys,  xii.  2. 
§  This  question  which  Mr.  White  puts  to  himself  in  the  Dialogue, 
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prove  so   odious   an   accusation  against   the   Catholi 
Church  ?     In  what  book  of  divinity,  or  in  what  profes 
sion  of  faith,  did  he  ever  find  Catholics  holding  doctrine 
which  by  any  perversion,  but  his  own,  could  be  con 
strued  into  a  blasphemous  opposition  to  the  words  of  th»  1 
great  Apostle,  who  directs  us  ever  to  look  "  on  Jesus  , 
the  author  and  finisher  of  Faith  ?"     Mr.  White  know 
very  well  that  we  have  ever  believed  Christ  Jesus  ou 
Lord  to  be  the  supreme  head  of  our  Church  :  that  w< 
only  obey  and  reverence  the  pope  as  his  vicar  and  repre 
sentative  on  earth  :  that  in  submitting  to  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Church,  we  believe  that  we  submit  to  divine 
authority  delegated  to  the  Church  by  those  memorable 
words,  to  the  latter  part  of  which  Mr.  AVhite  wouk 
do  well  to  attend  :  "  he  that  heareth  you,  heareth  me 
and  he  that  despiseth  you,  despiseth  me"*     How  ther 

is  as  embarrassing  as  the  celebrated  one  which  St.  Francis  of  Sales  pu 
to  Theodore  Beza;  and  Mr.  White  will  find  it  as  difficult  as  tha 
reformer  did  to  avoid  its  overwhelming  consequence.  St.  Francis  o 
Sales  asked  Beza,  whether  salvation  was  attainable  in  the  Catholic 
Church  ?  Beza  left  the  room  to  consider ;  and  after  walking  about  ir 
an  agitated  manner  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  he  returned  to  St.  Francis 
and  said:  "  We  are  alone;  I  can  expose  my  real  sentiments;  yes,  ] 
believe  salvation  to  be  there  attainable."  St.  Francis,  availing  him- 
self of  an  answer  which  gave  him  such  a  manifest  advantage  over 
Beza,  observed,  that  he  must  then  believe  that  the  Catholic  Churcr. 
was  the  true  Church ;  because  if  it  were  not  the  Church  established 
by  Christ,  salvation  could  be  no  more  attainable  in  it,  than  security 
from  destruction  could  be  found  out  of  the  ark  in  the  deluge.  Beza 
made  no  reply ;  and  St.  Francis  asked,  why  then  he  had  left  the 
Catholic  Church ;  for,  he  observed,  nothing  but  the  absolute  impossi- 
bility of  being  saved  in  the  Catholic  Church  could  justify  such  a  sepa- 
ration from  its  communion.  Beza  was  extremely  embarrassed  by  this 
and  other  questions  of  the  holy  prelate,  and  became  towards  the  end 
very  violent  and  even  insolent.  But  the  immovable  meekness  of  St. 
Francis  made  him  ashamed  of  his  violence,  and  he  at  last  made  a 
handsome  apology. 

Libertinism  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  apostacy  of  this  unhappy 
man.  When  he  was  asked  in  confidence  by  Deshayes  what  was  the 
leading  reason  which  connected  him  with  the  Calvinists,  Beza  called 
in  a  beautiful  young  woman  who  lived  with  him,  and  said  :  "  That  is 
the  principal  reason  which  convinces  me  of  the  excellence  of  my  reli- 
gion." Deshayes  was  struck  with  horror  at  such  an  answer,  especially 
as  Beza  was  then  advanced  in  years.  See  a  full  account  of  St.  Francis* 
conferences  with  Beza,  in  the  life  of  the  Saint,  by  Marsollier,  rol,  ] , 
(took  3d. 

*  St.  Luke,  c.  x.  16, 
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i  :an  the  monstrous  charge  be  substantiated,  that  we  blas- 
phemously make  the  pope  with  his  Church  the  finisher 
>f  our  faith  ?  Our  Church  proposes  nothing  to  our  faith 
)ut  what  she  received  from  the  Apostles,  and  what  was 
aught  from  the  beginning.     Every  article  of  our  creed 
•*mes  down  to  us,  hallowed  by  the  concurrent  testimony 
,-)f  eighteen  centuries  ;  sanctioned  by  Fathers,  councils, 
ind  holy  writers,  attested  by  the  blood  of  martyrs,  and 
i Illustrated  by  the  spotless  lives  of  innumerable  "  most 
»incere  followers  of  Christ."     "  If  we  consider,"  says 
JFeremy  Taylor,  "  the  doctrines  themselves  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  we  shall  find  them  superstructures  ill-built. 
I3ut  yet  they  keep  the  foundation.     They  build  upon 
( jrod,  in  Jesus  Christ.  They  profess  the  apostles'  creed. 
They  retain  faith  and  repentance,  as  the  supporters  of 
aill  our  hopes  in  heaven,  &c.     The  foundation  of  faith 
stands  secure  amongst  them."     But  how  is  it  with  our 
adversaries  ?  And  how  does  Mr.  White  attempt  to  shew 
slhat  Catholics  more  than  Protestants  are  exposed  to 
clanger  from  the  arguments  of  infidelity  ? 

"  The  Romanist,"  he  says,  "  grounds  his  belief  of 

Mhe  bible  on  his  belief  in  the  Church  of  Rome ;  the 

Protestant,  on  the  contrary,  grounds  his  respect  for  the 

t  Church  to  which  he  belongs,  on  his  belief  of  the  bible."* 

We  must  stop  here  to  remark,  that  if  by  the  "  Church 

»)f  Rome,"  Mr.  White  means  the  Catholic  Church  in 

i  -.ommunicn   with   Rome,  we  shall  not  deny,   that  we 

believe  the  bible  upon  the  authority  of  that  illustrious 

i  Dhurch.     St.  Augustin,  as  we  have  seen  above,  was  not 

•  ishamed  to  believe  it  on  the  same  authority,  and  we 

hall  not  blush  to  follow  his  great  example.     Let  Mr. 

White  shewr  how  he  himself  came  to  believe  in  it ;  how 

i  le  would  ever  have  possessed  it,  if  the  Catholic  Church 

lad  not  preserved  it  for  him  ;   or  how  he  could  have 

inown  what  parts  to  believe  as  Scripture,  and  what  to 

•eject  as  not  Scripture,  but  from  the  testimony  of  that 

Dhurch  against  which  he  ungratefully  rebels.     He  may 

alk,  like  other  Protestants,  about  the  internal  testimo- 

1  lies  of  Scripture,  its  force  and  efficacy  to  convince  our 

*  Preservative,  page  27. 
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minds,  and  the  like  ;  but  all  these  were  the  same  in  th«  \ 
fourth  and  fifth  century  as  they  are  now  ;  and  yet  St ; 
Augustin,  with  all  his  learning  and  acuteness,  solemnly 
owned,  that  his  only  inducement  to  receive  the  Scriptur  i 
was  the  authority  of  the  Catholic  Church. — A  word  als<  1 
upon  the  second  part  of  the  sentence.  Mr.  White  had 
told  us  before,  that  he  joined  the  Church  of  England , 
because  it  appeared  to  him  the  best  calculated  of  al  j 
human  establishments  to  promote  the  doctrines  of  tin 
gospel.  If  then  a  Protestant  considers  his  church  as  a 
human  establishment,  why  does  he  look  for  it  in  hi: 
bible  ?  or  how  can  he  be  said  to  "  ground  his  respect  for 
it  on  his  belief  of  the  bible  ?"  But  Mr.  White  goes  or 
with  more  inconsistencies.  He  tells  us  that  the  Pro- 
testant u  has  a  church  which  leaves  him  free  to  try  hei 
authority  by  her  conformity  with  the  Scriptures.... 
A  true  Protestant  Church.. .  .will  leave  her  memben 
in  perfect  freedom  to  desert  her,  and  choose  their  owr 
Christian  guides,  but  God  has  rewarded  this  generom 
forbearance,  by  appropriating  it  to  the  Protest  am 
Churches,  #c."  and  to  this  he  applies  the  words  of  oui 
blessed  Saviour,  "  By  this  shall  all  men  know  that  you 
are  my  disciples,  if  you  have  love  one  towards  another.' 
How  glaring  is  the  absurdity  of  all  this  !  How  will  the 
Church  of  England  admire  this  singular  exhibition  oi 
her  wisdom  and  consistency  ?  Here  is  some  mention 
of  church  authority,  which  proves  to  be  no  authority 
at  all ;  for  all  the  members  may  judge  of  it  as  they 
please,  receive  or  reject  it  as  it  strikes  their  fancy, 
and  stay  in  it,  or  leave  it,  equally  to  the  church's 
satisfaction.  Can  this  be  the  Church  which  Christ 
appointed  to  guide  us  into  all  truth,  with  which  he 
promised  to  abide  for  ever  ?  When  St.  Paul  exhorted 
the  faithful  to  be  "  obedient  to  their  prelates,*  and 
be  subject  to  them  ;"  did  he  mean  that  they  might 
forsake  them,  ai^choose  their  own  Christian  guides  ? 
When  the  same  great  Apostle  said,  "  Remember  your 
prelates  who  have  spoken  to  you  the  word  of  God, 
whose  faith  follow  yt  did  he  mean  that  they  might 

*  Hebrews,  xiii,  17  +  Ibid.  7, 
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hoose  their  own  faith,  and  believe  as  they  pleased  ? — 

;  Generous  forbearance  indeed,  to  let  every  wolf  come 

r  nd  scatter  the  sheep,  and  let  poor  souls  be  tossed  about 

nth  every  wind  of  doctrine  !     O  let  such  forbearance 

u\e  the  reward  which  Mr.  White  assigns  it  !     Let  it 

>e  appropriated   to  Protestant  Churches.     We  have 

10  wish  to  see  the  Church  of  Christ  permitting  false 

.•eachers   to  invade  her  flock  by  a  cruel  forbearance. 

We  know  who  has  said,  "  the  hireling,  and  he  that  is 

lot  the  shepherd,  whose  own  the  sheep  are  not,  seeth 

ihe  wolf  coming,  and  leaveth  the  sheep,  and  flieth.''J 

AVnd  this,  according  to  Mr.  White,  is  the  precept  of  our 

•Redeemer,  "  to  have  love  for  one  another!"     That  is, 

no  see  one  another  in  danger  of  being  "  led  away  with 

^  rarious  and  strange  doctrines, "§  and  yet  be  indifferent 

i.bout  our  brethren's  following  truth  or  error,  walking 

im  light  or  darkness.     This  is  a  false  charity,  a  cruel 

;indness,  a  fatal  indifference,  far  removed  from  the  true 

ove  which  should  characterize  the  disciples  of  him,  who 

s  "  the  way,  the  truth,  and  the  life." 

Mr.  White  favours  his  readers  with  a  quotation  from 
i  Protestant  bishop,  Bedell,  whom  he  calls  u  a  pious 
md  amiable  bishop,"  and  who  calumniates  the  Catholic 
Jhurch  in  this  pious,  and  amiable  and  truth-telling 
ityle  :  "  Without  expecting  Christ's  sentence,  the 
Church  of  Rome  cuts  with  the  temporal  sword,  hangs, 
>>urns,  draws  those  that  she  perceives  inclined  to  leave 
uer,  or  have  left  her  already."  Are  we  to  be  falsely 
nccused  under  the  name  of  piety  and  amiability  too  ? 
Are  we  never  to  obtain  a  hearing,  when  we  protest  that 
the  acts  of  individuals  ought  not  to  be  charged  upon 
>ur  body,  when  they  are  not  done  as  dictated  by  our 
Teed,  but  by  the  mistaken  judgment  of  particular 
persons  ?  How  often  must  we  declare,  that  our  Church 
:laims  no  temporal  power,  and  has  never  taught  that  any 
mfortunate  creatures  were  to  be  corporally  punished 
nerely  for  forsaking  her  communion  !  Mr.  White 
bllows  up  the  quotation  with  strong  invectives  against 
he  wiles  of  Rome,  the  tyranny  of  the  Pope,  and  such 

J  St.  John  x,  12.  §  Hebrews,  xiii,  9- 
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men  of  straw  of  his  own  making:  let  him  indulge 
these  rhapsodies,  for  in  all  these  things  words  go  f< 
nothing.  He  must  produce  proofs,  and  better  proo 
than  the  "  pious  and  amiable"  calumnies  above  noticei 
before  he  can  merit  the  attention  of  any  rational  an 
considerate  Christian. 


CHAPTER    II. 


a  fool  according  to  his  folly,  lest  thou  be  made  like  him. 
*r  a  fool  according  to  his  folly,  lest  he  imagine  himself  to  be  ivise. 

PROVERBS,  xxvi.  4,  5. 


IGIN  OF  PROTESTANTISM  —  WHAT  IS  CALLED  THE  REFORMATION 
'ROVED  TO  HAVE  BEEN  UNLAWFUL  IN  PRINCIPLE,  CRIMINAL  IN 
AND  FATAL  IN  EFFECTS  —  SPIRITUAL  AUTHORITY  OF  THE 
POPE—  FALSE  CHARGE,  RENEWED  BY  MR.  WHITE,  THAT  CATHOLICS 
VCKNOWLEDGE  TEMPORAL  AUTHORITY  IN  THE  POPE  —  HIS  ATTACK 
j>  THE  CATHOLIC  CLERGY  —  HIS  ERRONEOUS  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  DOC- 
TRINE OF  EXCLUSIVE  SALVATION  —  THAT  DOCTRINE  PROPERLY  STATED 
\ND  EXPLAINED  —  TRUE  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  ALBIGENSES  AND  VAL- 


MR.  WHITE  professes,  in  the  beginning  of  his  second 
'ialogue,  to  give  the  origin  and  true  principles  of  Pro- 
stantism.  The  origin  it  would  be  easy  enough  to 
ve  ;  but  the  second  part  of  the  undertaking  is  no  easy 
sk.  Who  can  gire  the  true  principles  of  Protestant- 
tn,  which  has  no  fixed  principle,  except  enmity  to  the 
Catholic  Church,  in  which  all  the  many  sects  of  Pro- 
stants  devoutly  agree  ?  They  allow  every  one  the 
oasted  liberty  of  forming  his  own  principles  as  he 
teases,  of  speaking  what  he  believes,  and  believing 
hat  he  pleases.  A  man  may  make  out  whatever  he 
looses  from  his  bible,  provided  he  does  not  find  the 
octrines  of  the  Catholic  Church  there,  and  yet  be  a 
3ry  good  Protestant.  It  is  absurd  then  to  talk  of 
minting  out  the  true  principles  of  those,  who  boast  of 
iving  liberty  to  adopt  any  that  they  imagine  to  be 
ught  by  the  bible.  But  let  us  examine  how  Mr. 
Vhite  proceeds  to  his  task. 

*  The  Roman  Catholics,"  he  says,  "  would  fain  per- 
lade  the  world  that  Luther  is  the  author  of  our  reli- 
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gion.  But  such  as  are  learned  amongst  them,  cann 
but  know  that  Protestants  acknowledge  no  master,  » 
religious  points,  but  Christ."  Mr.  White  is  very  so 
that  it  should  be  thought  that  Protestants  should  folk 
Luther ;  and  yet,  a  short  time  before,  he  was  loud 
accusing  Catholics  of  laying  another  foundation  tlu 
Christ,  and  making  the  pope,  if  not  the  author,  at  lea 
the  finisher  of  our  faith.  However  the  truth  comes  o 
a  little  farther  on,  at  page  48,  where  he  says,  "  Luth 
and  the  Reformers,  who  established  our  Church."  Is 
Catholic  ever  charged  Protestants  with  exalting  Luth 
above  Christ ;  but  they  regard  him  as  the  instrume 
of  God  in  reforming  Religion,  and  they  are  obliged 
own  that  he  established  their  Church.  This  is  enou^ 
for  us  ;  Luther's  o'wn  writings  testify  his  character,  ai 
it  is  easy  to  shew  that  the  Almighty  would  never  ha 
chosen  such  an  instrument  to  reform  his  Church  ;  if  \ 
could  for  a  moment  suppose  that  his  Church  could  ne« 
any  reform  in  faith,  after  he  had  expressly  promisi 
that  his  Holy  Spirit  should  guide  it  into  all  truth. 

Mr.  White  professes  to  have  carefully  examined  tl 
works  of  Luther,  and  assures  his  reader  that  the  we] 
known  conference  of  Luther  with  the  Devil  is 
calumny.  It  may  be  that  he  examined  them  in 
library  where  the  memorable  seventh  volume  is  ke 
out  of  sight ;  as  is  known  to  be  the  case  in  certain  libr 
ries  in  England.  But  if  he  did  examine  the  seven 
volume,  with  what  face  can  he  pretend  to  deny,  th 
Luther  acknowledges  having  had  this  conference  wi 
the  Devil  ?  Let  Mr.  White  look  again  ;  and  in  tl 
seventh  volume,  and  in  the  treatise  De  Unct.  et  Misi 
Privata,  fol.  228,  229,  230,  of  the  Wittenburgeditio 
in  1558,  he  will  find  the  whole  account,  of  the  first  pa 
of  which  the  following  is  a  faithful  translation.  " 
happened  to  me,"  says  Luther,  "  once  at  midnight,  i 
awake  on  a  sudden.  Then  Satan  began  this  .sort  < 
disputation  with  me.  c  Hear,  Luther,'  he  said,  c  mo 
learned  doctor,  dost  thou  know  that  even  for  fiftee 
years,  thou  hast  celebrated  private  masses  almost  evei 
day?  What  if  such  private  masses  should  prove  to  b 
horrible  idolatry?'  To  whom  I  leplied,  '  I  am  a 
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I  mointed  priest.. I  have  done  all  these  things  by  the 
1  command  of  my  superiors,  and  in  obedience  to  them  : 
fiou  knowest.'     'That,'  he  said,  c  is  all  true;  but 
I  he  Turks  and  gentiles  also   do  all  things  in  their  tem- 
1  )les  out  of  obedience.'     In  these  straits,  in  this  combat 
1  igainst  the  Devil,  I  wished  to  overthrow  the  enemy 
1  -vith  the  arms  to  which  I  was  accustomed  under  the 
[  iapacy,  &c.     But  Satan,  on  the  other  hand,  urging  me 
I  nore  strongly  and  vehemently,  said,  'come  then,  shew 
ne  where  it  is  written,  that  a  wicked   man  can  conse- 
crate, &c.'     And  Satan  pressed  me  further ;  '  There- 
fore  thou    hast  not  consecrated,   &c.      What   is    this 
inheard-of  abomination  in    heaven    and   in  earth?'1 
iSesides  this,  Luther  has  published  to  the  world,  that  he 
•neld  frequent  communications  with  the  Devil  ;  and  the 
«vriters  of  his   life  speak  of  many  other  apparitions  of 
tit-he  Devil  to  him.     Now  that  Mr.  White,  after  these 
well-known  passages,  should  attempt  to  persuade  his 
rreaders  that  Luther's  conference  with  the  Devil  had  no 
other  foundation  than  the  "spite  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy,"  is  monstrous  and  disgraceful.     It  is  a  proof 
now  much  Mr.  White  dreaded  the  clear  inference  to  be 
Irawn   from  Luther's  own  acknowledgment ;    namely 
hat  he,  who  by  Mr.  White's  own  admission,  established 
the  Protestant  Church,  learned  the  most  material  part  of 
'uis  reformation,  the  abolition  of   the  mass,  from  the 
IDevil! 

"  It  is  nothing  to  us,"  says  Mr.  White,  "  by  what 

'instruments  God  was  pleased  to  deliver  us  from  the 

mmpostures  and  tyranny  of  the  church   of  Rome.     If 

tLuther  had  really  been  the  worst  of  men  (which  is  the 

reverse  of  truth),  &c."     Does  then  Mr.  White  mean  to 

nake  his  readers  believe  that  Luther  was  a  good  man  ? 

IThe  contrary  is  evident,  even  from  his  own  account  of 

himself.    He  acknowledges  that  while  he  was  a  Catholic 

he  spent  his  life  in  austerities,  in  watchings,  in  fasts,  in 

prayer,  with  poverty,  chastity,  and  obedience  :  but  after 

he  began  his  reformation,  he  declares,   "  that  he  could 

no  more  be  without  a  woman,  than  he  could  cease  to  be  a 

:nan."     (Sermon.  De  Mat.  torn.  v.  p.  119.)     To  prove 

which,  he  broke  his  solemn  vow   of  continency,    and 

C 


26  DEFENCE   AGAINST   BLANCO   WHITE. 

married  a  nun,  bound  by  the  same  solemn  obligation 
for  this  even  Henry  VIII.  tells  him  that  he  has  com 
mitted  a  horrible  sin,  for  which  in  ancient  days  h 
would  have  been  whipped  to  death,  and  his  wife  burie 
alive.  In  his  answer  to  Henry  VIII.  he  says,  "h 
yields  not  in  pride  either  to  emperor,  king-,  prince,  o 
Devil ;  not  to  the  universe  itself."  If  this,  and  mucl 
more  than  this  could  easily  be  quoted  from  his  own  wri 
tings  of  himself,do  not  prove  him  to  have  been  the  wors 
of  mens  Mr.  W.  can  never  prove  any  thing  like  the  re 
verse  of  it — that  he  was  the  best  of  men,  or  any  thing 
approaching  to  a  good  man.  Mr.  White  appears  to  b« 
sensible  of  this,  when  he  affects  to  feel  that  the  viciou 
character  of  the  reformers  is  not  of  any  consequence 
because  the  Almighty  can  effect  his  purposes  by  the  mos 
unworthy  instruments.  But  this  plea  will  not  avail 
If  the  Church  of  Christ  had  really  strayed  into  erro 
and  imposture,  the  work  of  its  reformation  would  hav< 
been  one  of  great  and  extraordinary  importance.  I 
any  individual  had  been  inspired  for  that  great  work 
he  would  certainly  have  been  able  to  exhibit  proofs  o 
his  divine  commission,  to  oblige  men  to  follow  him 
The  Almighty  uniformly  enabled  his  prophets  an< 
messengers  of  old  to  support  and  confirm  their  commis 
sion  by  the  most  convincing  signs.  Prophecy,  miracles 
and  above  all,  a  holy  and  exemplary  life,  were  tin 
attestations  of  their  being  favoured  with  divine  commu 
nications.  But  Luther  and  his  associations  exhibite* 
none  of  these  ;  nor  could  they  give  any  other  proof  o 
their  being  the  instruments  of  the  Almighty.  It  i 
therefore  a  great  deal  to  Protestants,  though  Mr.  W 
pretends  "  it  is  nothing,"  what  characters  their  founder 
bore  :  for  our  Saviour  had  said  long  before,  that  "  al 
evil  tree  could  not  bring  forth  good  fruit." 

But  Mr.  White  thinks  he  has  a  triumphant  retor 
against  Catholics,  when  he  recounts  the  wicked  lives  o 
several  popes  ;  a  fact  which,  he  says,  we  "  shall  no 
venture  to  deny."  No,  we  shall  not ;  and  let  Mr 
White  be  equally  candid,  and  not  attempt  to  deny  th< 
accusations  of  all  history  against  Luther  and  the  refor 
mers.  But  we  have  something  important  to  say  upor 
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the  matter  and  we  can  soon  shew  Mr.  W.  that  there 
is  no  parity  in  the  two  cases.  We  acknowledge  that 
there  have  been  very  wicked  popes  ;  but  let  it  be  well 
observed,  that  it  is  quite  a  different  thing  for  ordinary 
ministers  to  be  permitted  of  wicked  character,  to  carry 
on  a  religion  otherwise  firmly  established  ;  and  for 
extraordinary  men  to  appear  of  dissolute  lives,  and 
give  themselves  out  to  be  the  special  apostles  commis- 
sioned from  the  God  of  holiness,  to  reform  his  Church, 
and  purify  it  from  corruption.  We  are  ready  to  allow 
that  some  of  the  popes  have  been  wicked  men  ;  but  even 
these  always  fulfilled  the  public  duties  of  the  Church, 
and  maintained  the  apostolical  doctrine,  orders  and 
mission;  so  that  their  personal  vices  did  not  essentially 
affect  the  Church.  The  inscrutable  providence  of  God 
has  permitted  that  bad  men  should  sometimes  be  invested 
with  the  ordi nary  mission  and  ministry  in  his  Church  ; 
and  this  is  not  lost  by  any  personal  crimes,  nor  does 
'their  wickedness  justify  the  faithful  in  refusing  to  obey 
them  :  the  Scribes  and  the  Pharisees  have  sitten  on  the 
chair  of  Moses.  All  therefore,  whatsoever  they  shall  say 
to  you,  observe  and  do:  but  according  to  their  works 
do  ye  not.* 

The  great  Protestant  philosopher  Leibnitz,  thought 
very  differently  of  the  popes  from  Mr.  Blanco  White. 
"  It  must  be  acknowledged,"  he  says,  "that  the  vigi- 
lance of  the  popes  for  the  observance  of  the  canons, 
and  the  support  of  Church  discipline,  has  produced  from 
time  to  time  very  excellent  effects,  and  that  exercising 
an  influence  with  kings,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
either  by  remonstrances,  which  the  authority  of  their 
charge  entitled  them  to  make,  or  by  the  fear  of  eccle- 
siastical censures,  they  prevented  many  disorders. "t 

We  repeat  then,  that  if  the  Church  of  Christ  had 
needed  a  reform  in  faith,  such  men  as  Luther  and  his 
brother  reformers  would  never  have  been  chosen  for  its 
reformation.  But  the  very  idea  of  reforming  the  faith 

*  St.  Matt,  xxiii.  2,  3. 

f  See  the  admirable  work  of  a  Protestant  minister,  the  Baron  de 
Starck,  entitled,  "Entretiens  philosophiques  sur  la  Reunion  des 
differentes  Communions  Chretiennes,"  page  396. 
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of  the  Church,  is  an  insult  to  its  divine  founder,  Jesu;  i 
Christ.     He  had  promised  to  be  with  his  Church  to  thi : 
end  of  time  ;  he  had  declared  it  built  upon  a  rock,  and 
proof  against  the  gates  of  hell;  he  had  promised  tha  . 
the  Holy  Spirit  should  guide  it  into  all  truth  :  who  ther 
will  say  that  he  did  not  fulfil  his  promises  ?     What  are 
we  to  think  of  men  pretending  to  reform  the  Church  o  • 
Christ,  and  loudly  proclaiming  that  it  had  become  cor- 
rupt in  faith  and  discipline,  that  its  doctrine  was  erro- 
neous, its  worship  superstitious,  and  its  discipline  full 
of  abuses  ?     Far  be  from  us  the  blasphemous  idea  that 
the  promises  of  Eternal  Truth  should  have  failed ;  or 
that  the  increated  wisdom  of  God  should  have  founded 
a  Church  liable    to  become   corrupt  and   erroneous  ! 
Against  the  empty  boasts  about  the  glorious  work  of  the 
pretended  Reformation,  we  shall  shew,  that  this  Refor- 
mation was  unlawful  in  its  principle,  criminal  in  its 
means,  and  fatal  in  its  effects  :  it  was  the  work  of  human 
passions,  and  not  of  divine  grace. 

The  principle  was  unlawful.  The  pretended  re- 
formers were,  in  the  first  place,  men  without  mission, 
ordinary  or  extraordinary  ;  they  could  shew  no  proofs 
of  a  supernatural  commission  ;  though  so  great  a  work 
as  that  of  reforming  the  Church  of  God  would  have  de- 
manded no  less  powerful  signs  than  those  given  by 
Moses,  by  Christ  our  Lord,  and  his  Apostles.  When 
Luther  and  Calvin  arose,  there  was  already  in  the 
Church  a  public  ministry  appointed  to  teach,  a  body  of 
pastors  claiming  an  ordinary  mission,  which  came  down 
to  them  in  regular  succession  from  Jesus  Christ  and  his 
Apostles.  When  the  Sacramentarians  and  Anabaptists 
preached  contrary  to  Luther,  he  haughtily  required 
them  to  shew  supernatural  proofs  of  their  mission,  as  if 
he  had  been  able  to  exhibit  any  such  of  his  own.  When 
Servetus  and  others  taught  against  Calvin,  he  drove 
them  out  of  Geneva,  or  punished  them  by  the  arm  of 
the  secular  power.  This  was  not  acting  like  the  Apos- 
tles; they  employed  against  those  who  opposed  them 
only  the  gifts  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  the  ascendancy  of 
their  eminent  virtues.  The  reformers  claimed  the  right 
of  preaching  against  the  faith  of  the  whole  Christian 
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*vorld,  and  they  refused  every  one  the  liberty  of  preach- 
-ng  against  them.     As  the  reformation  proceeded,  con- 
\ision  and  dissension  daily  increased  ;  there  was  soon  a 
•warm   of   sects,    Lutherans,  Anabaptists,    Calvinists, 
/Zuinglians,  Church  of  England,  &c.     Calvin  began  to 
see   the  disgraceful  consequences,   and  wrote  thus   to 
\Vfelancthon,  a  brother  Reformer :  "It  is  of  the  greatest 
importance,  that  no  account  of  the  divisions  that  are 
amongst  us  should  go  down  to  future  ages :  for  it  is 
worse  than  ridiculous  that,  after  breaking  off  from  all 
he  world,  we  should  have  agreed  so  little  among  our- 
selves, ever  since  the  beginning  of  the    Reformation." 
Chidith,  another  leading  Protestant,   says  :  "  Our  peo- 
ple are  carried  away  by  every  wind  of  doctrine.     If  you 
wnow  what  their  belief  is  to  day,  you  cannot  tell  what 
t  will  be  to-morrow.     Is  there  one  article  of  religion 
n  which  the  Churches  that  are  at  war  with  the  pope 
aigree  together  ?     If  you  run  over  all  the  articles,  from 
he  first  to  the  last,  you  will  not  find  one  which  is  not 
held  by  some  of  them  as  an  article  of  faith,  and  rejected 
3y  others  as  an  impiety."     Nothing  then  could  be  more 
contrary  to  all  law  and   order,  than  the  assumption  of 
Luther  and  his  followers,  to  be  divinely  commissioned 
:o  reform    a   Church  founded    and   preserved    by   the 
»Eternal  Truth. 

Let  us  next  examine  the  means  adopted  by  the  Refor- 
mers. Their  conduct  contradicted  their  principles. 
They  laiditdown  as  a  fundamental  maxim,  that  the  bible 
was  the  sole  rule  of  faith  and  morality;  and  that  every 
one  could  interpret  it  as  he  pleased,  since  it  was  clear 
in  all  things  necessary  for  salvation.  Yet  they  them- 
selves disputed  eternally  about  the  meaning  of  the 
scriptures  ;  they  did  not  begin  to  study  the  bible  coolly 
and  impartially,  but  they  boldly  contradicted  the 
Catholic  doctrines,  and  then  looked  out  texts  and  ac- 
commodated them  to  their  own  dogmas.  After  promising 
the  people  the  great  evangelical  liberty  of  reading  and 
judging  for  themselves,  they  drew  up  various  confessions 
of  faith  and  catechisms  ;  and  as  the  Protestant  Mosheim 
acknowledges,  obliged  people  to  follow  them,  under 
pain  of  excommunication,  prison,  exile,  and  even  the 
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sword  (sect.  37,  38,  39).  Thus,  in  professing  to  free  th<  I 
people  from  the  authority  of  the  Catholic  Church,  the;-* 
laid  upon  them  a  yoke  a  hundred  times  more  insupport  { 
able.  In  this  kingdom  Queen  Elizabeth  was  not  behint  i 
them  with  her  Act  of  Uniformity  and  High  Commission  i 
Court)  which  was  a  real  Inquisition.  The  historiai  > 
Hume  declares  that  this  court  was  an  inquisitoria  I 
tribunal,  with  all  its  terrors  and  iniquities.*  Maclaim  i 
shews  that  the  High  Commission  Court  "  was  empow- 
ered to  make  inquiry,  not  only  by  legal  methods,  bu 
also  by  rack,  torture,  inquisition,  and  imprisonment 
that  the  fines  and  imprisonments  to  which  it  condemned 
persons  were  limited  by  no  rule  but  its  own  pleasure. "i 
Thus  the  Reformers  never  adhered  in  practice  to  their 
leading  principle  of  the  bible,  and  every  man  his  owr> 
interpreter. 

A  second  means,  equally  criminal,  which  the  Re- 
formers adopted,  was  that  of  misrepresenting  the 
Catholic  doctrines.  To  adduce  an  instance  in  which 
Mr.  Blanco  White  closely  treads  in  the  steps  of  those 
who  founded  his  adopted  Church.  The  Catholic  Church 
has  ever  taught  that  the  rule  of  faith  is  the  whole  word 
of  God,  unwritten  as  well  as  written  ;  that  the  bible  is 
not  the  sole  rule  of  faith,  but  the  bible  explained  and 
understood  by  the  tradition  and  belief  of  the  Church  ; 
that  though  any  point  be  not  formally  and  evidently 
taught  in  the  Scripture,  we  are  still  obliged  to  believe 
it,  if  it  be  taught  by  the  constant  and  uniform  tradition 
of  the  Church.  But  the  Protestants  have  always 
accused  us  of  taking  for  our  rule  of  faith,  not  the 
bible,  but  tradition  ;  of  exalting  the  word  of  man  above 
the  word  of  God  ;  of  following  traditions  contrary  to 
the  Scripture.  These  are  egregious  misrepresentations 
and  calumnies. 

A  third  means  to  establish  the  Reformation  was, 
revolts  against  all  authority,  seditions,  wars,  massacres, 
and  especially  pillage  of  churches  and  monasteries.  The 
original  design  of  the  Reformers  was  to  abolish  the 

*  History  of  England,  James  I.  chap.  vi. 
f  Notes  on  Mosheim,  vol.  iv.   p.  395, 
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*  Catholic  Religion  altogether,  and  to  employ  for  this 
?nd  all  possible  means.     This  fanaticism   prevailed  in 

I  nuch    the   same    manner  in    Germany,    Switzerland, 
France,  England,  and  Scotland.    Thus  were  the  means 
)f  the  Reformers  criminal. 
How   could   the  effects   of  such    a   Reformation   be 

otherwise  than  fatal  ?     This  blessed  and  glorious  work, 

•  is  it  is  called,    produced    furious    and    interminable 
liisputes,    national    and    intestine    hatreds,    and   new 
schisms,  constantly  arising.     There  were  twelve  sects 
of  the  reformed    in   the  first  fifty  years;   and  they  are 
low  multiplied   to  a  prodigious  extent.     If  any  one 

nmagines  that  this  pretended  reformation  contributed 
MO  establish  purity  of  morals,  he  is  much  deceived. 
HTrom  the  testimonies  of  the  Reformers  themselves,  pf 
ILuther,  Calvin,  Musculus,  and  other  leading  Pro- 
testants, as  well  as  of  Erasmus,  it  is  acknowledged  that 
tthe  reformed  were  generally  much  more  dissolute  than 
rthe  Catholics.*  Luther's  own  testimony  is  in  these 
words  :  "  The  world  grows  every  day  worse  and  worse, 
lit  is  plain  that  men  are  much  more  covetous,  malicious, 
<and  resentful,  much  more  unruly,  shameless,  and  full  of 
vice,  than  they  were  in  the  time  of  popery. "t  For- 
merly when  we  were  seduced  by  the  pope,  men  willingly 
followed  good  works,  but  now  all  their  study  is  to  get 
every  thing  to  themselves,  by  exactions,  pillage,  thiev- 
ing, lying, usury. "J  "It  is  a  wonderful  thing,and  full  of 
scandal,  that  from  the  time  when  the  pure  doctrine  was 
first  called  to  light,  the  world  should  daily  grow  worse 
and  worse. "§  Bucer,  an  immediate  disciple  of  Luther, 
says:  "  The  greater  part  of  the  people  seem  only  to 
have  embraced  the  Gospel,  in  order  to  shake  off  the 
yoke  of  discipline,  and  the  obligation  of  fasting, 
penance,  &c.  which  lay  upon  them  in  the  time  of 
popery  ;  and  to  live  at  their  pleasure,  enjoying  their 
lust  and  lawless  appetites  without  control.  They 


the  Author  of  L'Apologie  pour  les  Catholiques,  torn,  ii, 

t  Luther,  Serm.  in  Postill,  Ev.  1  Adv. 

J  Serm.  Dom.  26,  post.  Trin. 

§  Serm.  Conviv. 
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therefore  lend  a  willing  ear  to  the  doctrine  that  we  arJ 
justified  by  faith  alone,  and  not  by  good  works,  havin  j 
no  relish  for  them."*    Calvin  complains  the  same  :  u  Cl 
so  many  thousands,  seemingly  eager  in  embracing  th  \ 
gospel,  how  few  have  since  amended  their  lives  !  Nay  ] 
to  what  else  does  the  greater  part  pretend,  except,  b  j 
shaking  off  the  yoke  of  superstition,  to  launch  out  mor 
freely  into  every  kind  of  lasciviousness  ?"+  The  conclu 
sion  to  be  drawn   from  all  this  is,  that  this  pretende< 
Reformation,   unlawful  in  its  principle,  criminal  in  it 
means,  and  fatal  in  its   effects,  bears  every  mark  of  i 
false  Religion  ;  and  could  never  have  been  approved 
much  less  inspired,  by  Almighty  God. 

The  next  portion  of  Mr.  White's  second  Dialogue  o 
the  Preservative,  professes  to  give  the  "  origin  an( 
progress  of  the  spiritual  tyranny  of  the  pope."  In  hi; 
larger  work  of  "  Evidences  against  Catholicism,"  he 
has  a  long  and  confused  dissertation  about  the  pope 
which  is  entitled,  "  Real  and  practical  extent  of  th< 
authority  of  the  pope,  according  to  the  Romai 
Catholic  Faith."  A  few  plain  odservations  will  suffice 
to  expose  the  fallacy  of  both  his  productions  on  this- 
subject. 

Mr.  White  would  persuade  the  readers  of  his  Pre- 
servative, that  "  Christianity  had  been  long  established 
before  the  popes  bethought  themselves  of  claiming 
spiritual  dominion  over  all  Christendom  ;"  that  the 
bishops  of  Rome  only  began  to  claim  authority  over 
the  Church,  when  the  Pagan  persecutions  ceased  in  the 
beginning  of  the  fourth  century  ;  and  that  the  belief 
that  St.  Peter  had  been  bishop  of  Rome  was  an  idle 
and  ungrounded  report.  It  is  deplorable  to  see  a 
Licentiate  in  divinity  attempt  thus  to  impose  upon  such 
humble  readers  as  have  no  means  of  examining  history, 
by  such  worn-out  fallacies  and  vile  fabrications  as 
these.  The  constant  testimony  of  all  ecclesiastical 
writers,  without  one  contradictory  exception,  for  fifteen 
centuries,  proves  that  St.  Peter  fixed  his  see  at  Rome, 

*  Bucer  de  Regn.  Christ.  1.  i,  c.  4. 
f    Calvin,  1.  vi.  de  Scand. 
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i.nd  died  there  by  martyrdom.     In  the  first  century,  it  is 
estified  by  Papias,  a  disciple  of  St.  John  the  Evan- 
gelist ;*  and  by  St.  Ignatius,  Martyr,  in  his  Epistle  to 
he  Romans.     In  the  second  century,  by  St.  Irenaeus,t 
>y  Dionysius  of  Corinth,J  Caius  and  Clement  of  Alex- 
mdria.§   In  the  third  century  by  Origen,||  Tertullian,** 
ind  St.  Cpyrian.tt     In  the  fourth  and  fifth  centuries 
>y  St.  Ambrose,  St.  Jerome,  St.  Augustine,  Eusebius, 
l«actantius,  Theodoret,  Sulpicius  Severus,  St.  Cyril  of 
Jerusalem,  St.  Chrysostom,  St.  Athanasius,  and  many 
ithers,  followed  through  every  century  up  to  the  pre- 
tended   Reformation.      Even  a  Pagan    writer   in  the 
f'burth  century,  Ammianus  Marcellinus,   (Hist.  1.  xv, 
t :.  7.)  says,  "  that  the  chief  authority  among  the  Chris- 
i  ians  is  placed  in  the  bishop  of  Rome  :"  many  illustrious 
Protestants  have   acknowledge  the  same.     With  what 
fir'ace  then  can  Mr.  White  attempt  to  delude  his  readers 
with  the  groundless  assertion,  that  St.  Peter's  having 
)oen  bishop  of  Rome  was  an  u  idle  report  ?" 

It  is  false  to  assert  that  "  Christianity  had  been  long 
-«tablished  before  the  popes  bethought  themselves  of 
Claiming  spiritual  dominion  over  all  Christendom."  Mr. 
White  pretends  that  the  popes  never  claimed  spiritual 
authority  over  the  Church,  at  least  for  the  first  three 
centuries,  during  which  it  suffered  from  Pagan  persecu- 
ions.  The  contrary  is  easily  proved.  St.  Irenaeus  in 
i .he  second  century,  in  the  place  alluded  to  above,  says 
':hat  "  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  on  account  of  its  supremt 
principality^  every  other  Church  must  repair."  Ter- 
ttullian  in  the  third  century  says  these  words:  " I  hear 
that  an  edict  is  put  forth. ..the  Bishop  of  Bishops  says, 
•&C.H"  Pope  Victor  at  the  close  of  the  second  century 
claimed  and  exercised  the  supreme  spiritual  authority, 
by  threatening  excommunication  to  certain  Churches 
of  Asia  Minor.  Pope  Stephen  in  the  third  century 
exercised  the  same  authority,  in  the  case  of  those  who 
•were  for  rebaptization.  It  is  vain  for  Mr.  White  to 

*  Apud  Euseb.  1.  ii,  Hist.  c.  14.  f  Lib.  iii.  contra  Hsereses,  <\  :*;. 

J  Apiid  Euseb.  1.  ii.  c.  24.  §  Idem.  c.  14  et  15. 

j|  L.  iii,  in  Genesim.  **  De  Prescript,  c.  32. 

ft  Ep  55,  ad  Cornel.  Pap.  JJ  Lib.  de  Pudic,  c.  1. 
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attempt  to  contradict  these  proofs.  He  can  impose  upo  ^ 
no  one  who  has  read  History  ;  and,  truly,  we  blush  fo  { 
the  want  of  common  sincerity  thus  exhibited  by  a  mar  -j 
who  professes  to  be  a  Licentiate  of  divinity,  and  ha  i 
many  more  titles  than  we  can  now  stop  to  enumerate. 
u  You  must  know,"   says  Mr.  White,   "  that  ther 
exists  a  very  ancient  and  numerous  church  which  i^ 
called  the  Greek,  which  has  never  acknowledged  th< 
pope.    There  are  also  the  churches  of  the  Armenian 
and  Ethiopians,  which  were  established  by  the  Apostles 
or  their  early  successors,  and  have  no  idea  of  the  neces 
sity   of  submission  to   the   pope,  in  order   to  be  tru» 
Christians."*  What  does  Mr. White  mean  to  infer  fron 
this  ?  Does  he  mean  that  any  one  may  be  a  trite  Christian 
provided  only  that  he  abjures  the  pope  ?    Does  he  meai 
that,  because  these  churches  abjure  the  pope,  they  art 
good  Protestants?     He  would  not  like  to  stand  to  sucl 
inferences ;  for  he  knows,  though  he  conceals  it  fron 
his  readers,  that  the  Greeks  and  Armenians  and  Ethi- 
opians hold  most  tenets  which  the  Catholic  Church  does 
They  hold   transubstantiation,   the  seven  sacraments, 
purgatory,  invocation  of  saints ;    and  as  to  their   noi 
acknowledging  the  pope,  that  is  at  least  a  proof  thai 
people  may  hold  all  the  above  doctrines  without  being 
enslaved  to  popery  ;   and  then   what  becomes   of  Mr 
Blanco  White's  fine  theory  about  our  making  the  pope 
the  finisher  of  our  faith,  and  the  eternal  reproach  thai 
We  build  our  faith  upon  the  traditions  of  men.     But  he 
again  states  what  is  not  true,  when  he  says  that  the 
Greek  church   never  acknowledged  the  pope.     A   man 
read  in  divinity  and  history,  like  Mr.  White,  must  know 
that  till  the  time  of  Photius,  the  author  of  the  Greek 
schism,  in  the  ninth  century,  the  Greek  church  had  ever 
been  in  communion  with  Rome,  and  acknowledged  the 
supremacy  of  the  pope.  Mr.  W.  cannot  be  ignorant  that 
the  Ethiopians  were  in  communion  with  the  pope  up  to 
the  sixth  century,  when  they  were  drawn  into  the  errors 
of  Eutyches,  which  a  Protestant  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land can  have  no  reason  to  approve.     It  is  equally  well 

t  Preservative,  page  40. 
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.nowu  that  the  Armenians  were  in  communion  with  the 

-»ope  till  the  year  535,  when  many  became  Jacobites  or 

t'vfonophysites;  but  even  now  one  part  of  them,  called 

ree  Armenians,  are  Catholics,  and  subject  to  the  pope. 

^Vhy  does  Mr.  White  disingenuously  conceal  all  this? 

Now  to  notice  the  laboured  efforts  of  Mr.  White  in 
-is  "  Evidences,'1  to  work  out  his  alarming  account  of 
Ihe  "real  and  practical  extent  of  the  authority  of  the 
n-ope,"  &c.  we  are  glad  to  find  that  Mr.  White,  un- 
lushing  as  he  is,  does  not  directly  charge  us  with  the 
>;ld  calumny  of  holding  the  temporal  power  of  the  pope ; 
t  e  has  chosen  a  new  route,  by  which,  however,  he 
ubours  hard  to  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion.  He 
indeavours  to  shew  that  the  interference  of  the  pope 
*nth  the  civil  allegiance  of  his  spiritual  subjects  is  "  a 
'<air  consequence  of  doctrines  held  by  the  Roman  Church 
i-s  of  divine  origin,  and  consequently  immutable."  W^e 
dhall  briefly  shew  that  it  is  not :  the  just  shall  see,  and 
hall  rejoice;  and  all  iniquity  shall  stop  her  mouth.* 

Mr.  White  Tjegins  by  finding  fault  with  the  statement 

»f  the  faith  of  Catholics  on  the  authority  of  the  pope, 

';iven  by  C.  Butler,  Esq.  in  his  excellent  "  Book  of  the 

'.Ionian  Catholic  Church."     That   gentleman  has  ably 

defended  himself  from  the  charges  of  Mr.  White,  in  the 

•eginning  of  his  "Vindication  of  his  Book  of  the  Roman 

I  Jatholic  Church,"  to  which  work  Mr.  White  and  his 

eaders  will  do  well  to  attend. 

What  is  Mr.  White's  object  in  his  dissertation  on  the 

|»ope's  supremacy,  it  is  not  easy,  from  his  own  account, 

l  o  discover.     "  I  ha've  examined,"  he  says,  "  the  Roman 

I  Catholic  doctrine  concerning  the  pope's  supremacy,  not 

\  Because  I  conceive  it  to  have  any  practical  effect  in  this 

i  -ountry,  but  in  order  to  expose  the  vagueness,  obscu- 

ity,  and  doubt  in  which  . .  it  is  involved.     The  days  . . 

ire  no  more  when  the  pope  might  endeavour  to  remove 

i  Protestant  king  from  the  throne."     So  then  he  has 

Covered  ten  pages  with  attempts  to  shew  that  Catholics 

olerate  a  doctrine,  which  he  afterwards  owns  has  no 

practical  effect  in  this  country,  and  the  time  for  acting 

*  Psalm  civ.  42. 
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upon  which  is  gone  by!  The  rest  of  his  essay  is  to  shevi 
that  British  Catholic  subjects  are  still  exposed  to  a  tria  I 
which  flows  directly  from  the  spiritual  claims  of  th 
pope  ;  and  what  he  means  by  this  is,  that  in  virtue  o 
the  obedience  we  owe  to  the  pope,  he  can  command  u 
to  assist  in  checking  heresy  by  any  means  not  likely  t< 
produce  loss  or  danger  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
and  he  insinuates,  that  our  Church  cannot  acknowledge 
the  validity  of  any  engagement  to  disobey  the  pope  ii 
such  cases.  It  is  in  fact  to  charge  us  with  being  obligee 
to  obey  the  pope  in  any  means  he  may  command  us  t< 
employ  against  heresy  :  a  charge  a  thousand  time: 
brought  against  us  in  plain  language,  and  now  resortec 
to  in  a  long  circuitous  way  by  Mr.  Blanco  White. 

This  author  complains  that  our  doctrine  concerning 
the  pope's  supremacy  is  involved  in  vagueness,  obscurit) 
and  doubt.  It  may  appear  so  to  those  who  are  deter- 
mined not  to  understand  it ;  but  to  all  Catholics  it  is 
very  evident:  and  the  Catholics  of  this  country  have 
given  the  clearest  proofs  of  their  understanding  it,  by 
repeated  oaths  and  protestations  that  they  disclaim  al 
temporal  power  in  the  pope  out  of  his  own  dominions  ; 
that  they  "  do  not  believe  that  the  pope  hath  or  ought  tc 
have  any  civil  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  or  pre- 
eminence, directly  or  indirectly,  within  this  realm."* 
If  the  pope's  deposing  power  be  still  a  tolerated  opinion, 
let  Mr.  W.  point  out,  if  he  can,  any  Catholics  in  anj 
part  of  the  world  who  believe  it  :  he  will  find  few,  ii 
any;  and  if  many  believed  it,  they  would  not  believe  it 
as  of  faith,  but  as  a  private  opinion. 

How  will  Mr.  White  establish  that  the  inter- 
ference of  the  pope  with  the  civil  allegiance  of  his 
spiritual  subjects  is  a  fair  consequence  of  our  doctrines  ? 
Our  doctrine  is,  that  he  has  no  right  to  interfere  with 
our  civil  allegiance  ;  that  we  only  owe  him  obedience 
in  spiritual  concerns.  How  unjust  is  the  attempt  to 
infer  a  consequence  for  us.  which  we  have  loudly  and 
repeatedly  disclaimed  !  It  is  of  no  use  to  tell  us  that 
popes  have  claimed  temporal  power  beyond  their  own 

*  Oath  appointed  31  George  III.  cap.  32. 
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i  ominions ;  Mr.  W.  should  shew  who  acknowledged 
Vhat  power.  It  avails  nothing"  to  tell  us  that  the  pope 

bsolved  the  English  from  their  allegiance  to  Queen 
!  ]lizabeth  :  he  should  shew  us  any  Catholics  who 

efused  to  acknowledge  her  as  their  sovereign  in  conse- 
l  uence.  Why  does  Mr.  White  rake  up  this  old 

rievance,  acknowledging  all  the  while,  that  the  "  days 

•  re  no  more  when  the  pope  might  endeavour  to  remove 

Protestant  king  from  the  throne?"     It  is  needless  to 

•  dd  more,  than  that  the  days  never  were,  when  Catholics 
ivrere  bound,  by  any  article  of  their  faith,  to  forward  any 

uch  endeavour  of  the  pope. 
But  Mr.  White  would  have  it  believed  of  us,  that  in 

•  onsequence  of  our  holding  the  pope's  spiritual  autho- 
rity, we  are  bound  to  obey  him  in  any  means  he  may 
Command  us  to  use  for  checking  the  progress  of  heresy. 
iFhis   would    be   acknowledged    an   indirect  temporal 
power  in  the  pope,  which  we  have  so  often  disclaimed. 
We  protest  again  and  again  that  we  should  not  obey 
i.lhe  pope,  were  he  to  command  the  use  of  any  means  for 
checking  heresy,  not  strictly  consistent  with  our  civil 
allegiance    to    our    sovereign.      We  acknowledge    no 
authority  in  the  pope  to  enforce  his  spiritual  power  by 
uny  temporal  means  ;  he  may  command  us  to  assist  in 
checking  the  progress  of  heresy  by  spiritual  means,  by 
joreaching  and  teaching,  but  by  no  other  means  ;  and  we 
ure  not  bound  to  obey  him  if  he  commands  the  use  of 

my  other. 

The  following  passage  is  so  admirable  a  defence  of 
<the  Catholic  clergy,  whom  Mr.  White  has  been  unge- 
nerous enough  to  insult,  that  we  take  the  liberty  of 
extracting  it  from  Mr.  C.  Butler's  "  Vindication  of  his 
'Book  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ;"  and  we  do  it 
the  more  readily,  as  our  defence  will  come  better  from 
a  layman  than  from  any  of  our  own  body  : — "  In  page 
60  (Evidence),  Mr.  Blanco  White  informs  us,  that  *  he 
knew  very  few  Spanish  priests  whose  talents  or  acquire- 
ments were  above  contempt,  who  had  not  secret 
renounced  their  Religion,'  I  have  never  been  in 
Spain,  and  have  known  few  Spanish  priests  ;  but  I  have 
conversed  with  many  Spanish,  and  many  English  and 
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Irish  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen,  intimately  acquainte  j 
with  the  opinions,  the  manners,  and  the  habits  of  th  I 
inhabitants  of  Spain  :  all  assure  me  that  there  is  not  th  I 
slightest  ground  for  this  accusation.  Mr.  Blanco  Whit  -\ 
intimates,  that  something  similar  may  be  the  case  of  th  4 
English  Catholic  priesthood,  on  account  of  '  the  sup  < 
port  which  they  seem  to  give  to  oaths  so  abhorrent  fron  i 
the  belief  of  their  Church,  as  those  which  must  preced<  • 
the  admission  of  members  of  that  Church  into  parlia  < 
ment.'  These  are  the  Oaths  of  Supremacy,  and  thos< -' 
against  Transubstantiation  and  Popery.  Here  Mr 
Blanco  White  has  been  miserably  deceived.  There  in 
not,  and  there  never  was,  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  whc 
supported  these  oaths,  or  a  similar  oath;  or  who  die: 
not  believe,  and,  if  called  upon,  did  not  explicitly 
declare,  that  a  Roman  Catholic  would,  by  taking  them 
absolutely  abjure  the  Roman  Catholic  Religion." 

Mr.  White,  having  affected  to  suppose  that  there  an 
some  amongst  us  ready  to  take  such  oaths  as  the  above., 
invites  such  as  "can  conscientiously  swear  to  protect 
and  encourage  the  interests  of  the  Church  of  England 
to  speak  openly  before  the  wo'rld,  and  be  the  first  tc 
remove  that  obstacle  to  mutual  benevolence,  and  per- 
fect community  of  political  privileges — the  doctrine  ol 
exclusive  salvation."*  This  is  quite  an  original  idea  ! 
Mr.  W^hite  has  made  a  new  discovery  indeed,  that  we 
could  obtain  a  community  of  political  privileges  by 
renouncing  the  doctrine  of  exclusive  salvation.  To 
expect  from  us  too,  to  swear  to  protect  and  encourage 
the  interests  of  the  Church  of  England,  is  rather  too 
much.  Mr.  White  may  be  well  assured  that  he  will 
never  see  a  Catholic  ready  to  swear  away  his  creed  in 
that  manner.  What  would  the  Protestants  of  France 
say,  if  the  government  of  that  country  required  them  to 
swear  to  protect  and  encourage  the  interests  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  before  it  admitted  them  to  a  com- 
munity of  political  privileges  ?  They  would  say,  "  you 
may  as  well  ask  us  to  abjure  our  religion,  and  become 
Catholics  at  once  ;  for  how  can  we  believe  one  religion 

*  Evidence,  page  61 ; 
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i  onscientiously,  and  yet  swear  to  encourage  the  inter- 

>f  another?"     We  say  the  same  :  it  is  quite  enough 

>r  us  to  swear,  that  we  will  never  use  any  other  means 

gainst  the  established  Church  than  those  of  preaching 

I  nd  teaching,  and  fulfilling  our  ministry  according  to 

I  he  gospel.      This   we  are  ready  to  swear :    and  the 

Ihurch  of  England  would  indeed  betray  its  frail  foun- 

ation,  if  it  were  so  far  afraid  of  us  as  to  refuse  us  a 

ommunity  of  civil  privileges,  unless  we  would  swear 

a  "  protect  and  encourage  its  interests!" 

But  our  "  doctrine  of  exclusive  salvation  is  an  obsta- 
ile  to  mutual  benevolence  ;  cancel  but  that  one  article 
com  your  creed,"  says  Mr.  White,  "  and  all  liberal  men 
in  Europe  will  offer  you  the  right  hand  of  fellowship." 
**o  far  Mr.  White  in  his  "  Evidence."     In  his  "  Pre- 
servative" he  tells  us,  in  plain  terms,  what  he  means  by 
:«ur  doctrine    of  exclusive   salvation.      The  reader  is 
supposed  to  ask  him  :  (page  40)  "  Is  it  not  a  doctrine  of 
>he  pope,  that  all  men  who  are  not  of  his  opinion  must 
^e  lost  to  eternity  ?"    And  Mr.  White  devoutly  replies  ; 
:  It  is  indeed.     It  is  an  express  article  of  their  creed, 
^hich  it  is  not  in  their  power  to  deny  without  being 
ccursed  by  their  own   Church,"   &c.     Mr.  W.  talked 
>ust  now  of  the  vagueness  and  obscurity  in  which  our 
octrines  are  involved  :  they  would  be  vague  indeed  if 
Ihey  were  put  forth  as  he  as  here  represented  them. 
We  shall  not  stop  to  point  out  the  inconsistency  of  those 
»arts  we  have  put  in  italics,  where  "  doctrine  of  the 
;»ope,"  "opinion   of  the  pope,"   and  u  article  of  our 
treed,"  are  all  gloriously  jumbled  together  by  a  man 
^•vho  boasts  for  ever  of  his  knowledge  of  divinity.     We 
»hall  simply  state  what  we  hold,  and  what  others  hold 
on  this  alarming  subject,  as  it  is  always  represented  to 
maginations  easily  prejudiced  and  affrighted. 

There  is  nothing  so  revolting  in  our  doctrine  con- 
cerning salvation,  when  that  doctrine  is  properly 
understood  ;  nothing  but  what  all  other  communions 
ought  to  hold  in  order  to  be  consistent,  if  they  do  not 
'hold  it  in  reality.  It  is  important  in  this  matter  to 
separate  doctrines  from  persons.  It  is  very  far  from 
being  the  doctrine  of  our  Church  that  "  all  men  who 
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are  not  of  our  opinion  must  be  lost  to  eternity."     M  t 
B.   White,  a   priest,   whose  "  lips  should  have   kej  j 
knowledge,"  ought  to  blush  at  so  false  an  assertion 
We  believe  that  there  is  no  salvation  out  of  the  Churc  i 
of  Christ.     Every  Christian  of  whatever  denominatioi 
ought  to  believe  the  same.     Christ  our  Lord  express! 
taught  it  in  the  parables  of  the  good  sheep,  and  the  tru 
vine  and  its  branches.     And  speaking  "  no  longer  i  i 
parables,"  he  said  manifestly  that  "  he  that  will  not  hea 
the  Church  is  to  be  held  by  its  members  as  a  heathen  an 
a  publican."*     This  was  maintained  by  the  reformei 
equally  with  the  Catholics.     Calvin  says  :  "  out  of  th 
bosom  of  the  Church  there  is  no  remission  of  sins,  o 
salvation  to  be  hoped   for."t     The   same  doctrine  i 
expressed  in  all  the  confessions  of  faith  of  the  reforme 
Churches. 

The  question  then  only  remains,  which  is  the  tru 
Church  of  Christ  ?  We  believe  most  firmly  that  th 
Catholic  Church,  in  communion  with  Rome,  is  the  tru- 
Church  of  Christ.  If  another  believes  the  Lutheran 
another  the  Genevan,  another  the  English  Church  t 
be  the  true  Church  of  Christ,  all  of  these,  to  be  con 
sistent,  must  believe  that  salvation  cannot  be  had  out  o 
their  respective  communions.  The  moment  they  adher< 
to  them  as  true,  they  must  reject  every  other  as  false 
They  could  not  value  their  respective  systems,  if  the; 
did  not  consider  them  right,  and  preferable  to  all  others 
Hence,  to  be  consistent,  they  must  hold,  not  indeed  tha 
"  all  men  not  of  their  faith  must  be  lost  to  eternity,' 
but  that  though  men  may  be  saved  by  other  pleas,  thei. 
false  religion  will  never  save  them.  This,  and  no  more 
is  the  doctrine  of  the  Catholic  Chnrch  on  salvation  ou 
of  her  communion.  We  condemn  doctrines,  but  no 
persons  indiscriminately :  resigning  all  judgment  t< 
God,  we  subscribe  to  the  sentiment  of  a  great  doctor  am 
saint :  "  They  who,  without  passionate  obstinacy 
defend  their  opinion,  how  false  soever;  who  solicitous!} 
seek  for  the  truth,  ready  to  own  their  error  as  soon  ai 

*  St.  Matt,  xviii. 
f  Calvin,  Inst.  lib.  iv.  c,  1 
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Lie  truth   is  discovered,  are  no  wise  to  be  numbered 
mong  heretics."     (St.  Augustin,  Ep.  43.) 

It  is  strange,  however,  that  the  doctrine  of  exclusive 

ilvation  should  be  so  often  objected  to  us,  by  those 

'hose  Church  expressly  teaches  it.     The  Church   of 

Ingland,  in  the  18th  of  those  Articles  which  Mr.  White 

has  signed,  says  expressly  :  u  They  also  are  to  be  had 

ccursed,  that  presume  to  say,  that  every  man  shall  be 

Rived  by  the  law  or  sect  which  he  professeth,  so  that  he 

re  diligent  to  frame  his  life  according  to  that  law,  and 

fue  light  of  nature."     She  also  obliges  her  ministers  to 

*3ad  publicly,  thirteen  days  in  the  year,  the  ancient 

.  *eed,  called  the  "  Creed  of  St.  Athanasius,"  which  sets 

r»rth  the  Catholic  faith,    and  contains  these  words  : 

Whosoever  will  be  saved,  before  all  things  it  is  neces- 

mry  that  he  hold  the   Catholic    faith This  is  the 

Catholic   faith  :   which  except  a  man  believe  faithfully, 

*e  cannot  be  saved."     Surely  no  man  who  subscribes  to 

hie  Articles  of  the'  Church  of  England,  which  retains 

Kiis  creed,  may  reproach  Catholics  with  holding  a  dogma 

which  is  an  obstacle  to  mutual  benevolence,  and  per- 

•ct  community  of  political  privileges."     Let  Martin 

either,  whom  Mr.  White  acknowledges  to  have  founded 

'is  Church,  put  a  powerful  finish  to  this  question  : — "  I 

now  many  were  of  opinion  fifteen  years  since,  that 

»very  one  might  be  saved  in  his  own  persuasion — and 

>  hat  is  this  but  to  make  one  Church  out  of  all  the  ene- 

lies  of  Christ  ?  From  whence  it  would  also  follow,  that 

luere  was  no  need  of  Christ  and  his  gospel ;  and  there 

i  'ill  be  no  difference  between  Turks,  Papists,  Jews,  and 

s  who  have  the  gospel.     Strange  then  is  the  boldness 

nd  impudence  of  the  Zuinglians,  who  dare  advance 

jch   doctrine,  and    cover    it    with    my  authority  and 

sample."*     Observe  how  snugly  Martin   puts    poor 

'*apists  in  between  Turks  and  Jews,  and  how  civilly  he 

•isinuates  that  we  have  not  even  the  gospel  !  We  are 

ery  easy  under  all  such  accusations  :  conscious  of  adhe- 

ing  to  the  truth,  we  are  only  disposed  to  smile  at  those 

/hoconsign  us  to  damnation.    If  others  felt  as  firm  acon- 

*  Tom.  vi,  fol.  633,  col.  2.  caput47,  Geneseos. 
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conviction  of  the  truth  of  their  Religion,  as  we  do  of  tl  4 
truth  of  ours,  they  would  not  be  troubled  about  excli  \ 
sive  salvation  being  held  by  any  one.    Mr.  White  wou  1 
have  done  better  if  he  had  not  moved  this  question  :  1  i 
has,  by  criminating  the  Catholic  Church,  condemned  tl 
Church  of  England,  in  which  he  professes  now  to  believe 
he  has  verified  that  passage  of  the  Psalmist,  which  1 
used  to  recite  in  his  office-book  : — "  The  arrows  ofchi  \ 
dren  are  their  wounds  :  and  their  tongues  against  the 
are  made  weak."* 

Mr.  White,  after  acknowledging  that  Luther  and  h  i 
brother  Reformers  founded  his  Church,  is  as  anxioi^ 
as  many  Protestants  have  been  before  him,  to  she 
that  Protestants  had  existed,  in  some  shape  or  othe 
long  before.  Thus  he  tries  to  make  out  that  certai 
heretics  and  fanatics  of  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  cer.i 
turies  were  Protestants !  Following  up  the  luminou 
definition  of  a  Protestant  bishop, t  that  Protestantisi 
is  the  abjuration  of  Popery  ^  by  which  Jews,  Turks,  an 
Chinese  become,  no  doubt,  very  good  Protestants,  Mi 
White  says,  that  the  heretics  he  alludes  to  "  were  cei 
tainly  Protestants  as  far  as  opposition  to  the  pope 
tyranny  and  usurpation  is  concerned  ;  though  I  cannc 
answer  for  every  point  of  doctrine  which  they  held. 
So  Mr.  White  appears  to  require  a  little  more  tha 
Dr.  Burgess  to  constitute  a  perfect  Protestant.  Bu 
how  ridiculous  is  this  attempt  to  claim  these  sects  fo 
Protestants,  when  it  is  very  certain  that  neither  wouL 
they  have  signed  a  Lutheran  or  Calvinistic  professioi 
of  faith  before  the  Reformation  ;  nor  would  any  sincer 
Protestant  now  be  willing  to  adopt  all  their  reveries 
There  were,  about  those  times,  two  sects  of  peoplt 
whose  origin  is  quite  distinct,  and  whose  doctrines  wer< 
for  along  time  very  different  from  each  other,  and  essen 
tially  different  from  any  of  the  many  forms  of  Pro 
testantism.  These  were  the  Albigenses  and  the  Val 
denses.  A  book  lately  published  by  an  English  Pro 


*  Ps.  Ixiii,  8. 

•f*  Dr.  Burgess,  Bishop  of  Salisbury.     See  his  Protestant's  Gate 
ehism,  p.  12. 
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•?3tant  clergyman  has  excited  a  great  feeling  in  favour 
CF  the  Valdenses,  as  they  now  exist  in  the  vallies  of 
iedmont.  It  is  nothing  to  the  present  question  what 
iiey  are  now.  Mr.  White  takes  care  to  tell  us  that 
ley  are  "  most  excellent  Protestants  ;"  that  "  they 
•  ive  bishops,  priests,  and  deacons  /"  so  we  may  suppose 
ine  Scotch  and  the  Dutch  and  others  fall  short  of  being 
iost  excellent  Protestants  ;  and  there  must  be  another 
;ause  added  to  Dr.  Burgess's  definition  of  Pro- 
-stantism. 

•Our  business  is  to  shew  that  these  people  taught  few 

•octrines  before  the  Reformation,  to  which  Protestants 

.ould  be  willing  to  subscribe  ;  and,  therefore,  that  it  is 

orse  than  ridiculous  for  Protestants  to  claim  them  as 

eir  ancestors. 

The  Albigenses,  about  the  beginning  of  the  twelfth 

ftntury,  revived  the  errors  of  the  Manicheans.     They 

bere   a  confused   collection  of  sects,     generally  very 

rnorant,    and  unable  to  give  any  regular  account  of 

b.eir  belief;  but  they  all  agreed  in  condemning  the  use 

\  ^all  sacraments,  and  the  exterior  worship  of  the  Church ; 

I  ey  wished  to  destroy  the  hierarchy,  and  change  the 

tablished  discipline.     They  held  the  monstrous  doc- 

ines  of  the  Manichees,  that  there  were  two  Creators, 

le  good,  the  other  bad;  two  Christs,  an  error  of  the 

rnostics ;  they  denied  the  Resurrection  •  held  that  our 

uls  are  devils  ;  that  there  is  no  Purgatory  ;  no  Hell ; 

ilieved  marriage  unlawful,  and  many  other  abomina- 

ons.     Protestantism  must  be  wide  indeed,  if  it  can 

•  elude  such  men  as  these  !     Mr.  White  did  well  to  say 

nat  he  could  not  answer  for  every  doctrine  that  they 

ad. 

But  let  us  examine  the  history  of  the  Valdenses  / 
simple  shepherds,"  as  Mr.  White  very  simply  calls 
tern.  "  By  means  of  their  poverty  and  simplicity,"  he 
Ids,  "  these  happy  rustics  preserved  the  doctrines  of 
hrist,  such  as  they  had  received  them  from  the  early 
'hristian  missionaries,"  &c.  He  calls  them,  moreover, 
truly  primitive  Christians."*  What  a  pity  that  truth 

*  Preservative,  page  45, 
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compels  us  to  spoil  this  simple,  rural  picture  of  primith  j 
Christianity!      The     Valdenses    began   in    1160,  win 
Peter  Valdo  or  Waldo,  a  tradesman   of  Lyons.     H 
persuaded  some  ignorant  people  that  poverty  was  nece  < 
sary  for  salvation;  that  if  priests  and  ministers  of  tl 
Church  did  not  practise  apostolic  poverty,  they  were  i  ^ 
longer  ministers  of  Christ,  and  had  no  power  to  adm  \ 
nister  sacraments;     that    any    layman   who    practise 
poverty  had  more  power  than  priests ;  that  oaths,  wa 
and  the  punishment  of  death  were  never  lawful.     Ho 
would  Protestants   relish  these  tenets?     What  are  w 
to  think  of  "simple  primitive  Christians"  like  these 
They  taught  many  other  errors  equally  revolting  ;  an 
concerning  the  Eucharist,  they  did  not  deny   transul 
stantiation,  but  maintained  that  a  bad  priest  could  nc 
consecrate,  though  transubstantiation  was  effected  in  th 
mouth  of  a  worthy  receiver.     They  continued  to  teac 
these  errors  till,  in  1536,  they  were  induced  by  Favel  t 
embrace  Calvinism  ;  but  obliged  first  to  reject  severe^ 
of  their  former  errors,  and  to  renounce  all  belief  in  th 
real  presence  and  in  the  necessity  of  confession  of  sins 
Thus  they  became  a  great  deal  more  like  Protestant 
than  they  were  in  their    "  happy  rustic  and  primitiv 
state,"  and  we  dare  say  they  are  still  "  most  excellen 
Protestants."     All  that  we  contend  for  is,  that  the 
were  very  little  like  Protestants  before  the  era  of  th 
Reformation;  and  that  they  held  doctrines  before  tha 
time  most  monstrous  and  revolting. 

Mr.  White  returns  to  the  Albigenses,  and  gives  J 
moving  account  of  their  being  persecuted  by  order  o 
Innocent  III.  in  1198,  and  "  one  who  made  most  havo< 
among  them,"  he  says,  "  is  known  end  worshipped  b? 
the  Roman  Catholics,  by  the  name  of  Saint  Dominic 
He  was  the  founder  of  the  Inquisition."  Here  h< 
insidiously  uses  the  word  worshipped  to  make  it  appeal 
that  Catholics  pay  divine  adoration  to  the  saints,  which, 
he  well  knew,  is  not  the  case.  How  base  is  such  an 
insinuation  !  Saint  Dominic  was  not  the  founder  of  the 
Inquisition;  nor  did  he  make  any  havoc  among  the 
Albigenses ;  for  Echard,  Touron,  and  the  Bollandists 
prove  that  he  never  was  an  inquisitor,  nor  ever  opposed 
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iose  heretics  in  any   other  way  than  by   preaching, 

struction,  prayer,  and  patience.     No  Dominican  was 

i  inquisitor  till  the  year  1233,  and  Saint  Dominic  had 

edin  1221.     So  much  for  the  correctness  and  good  faith 

'  Mr.   Blanco  White!     As  to  the  persecution  of  the 

Ibigenses,  we  can  never  approve  of  any  persecution  on 

u.e  score  of  religion :  but  let  it  be  remembered,  that 

;any  doctrines  of  the  Albigenses  were  such  as  led  to  the 

ost  dangerous  disorders  in  civil  society,    and  many 

lormities  which  called  for  the  interference  of  the  secu- 

iir  power  ;  and  we  all  know  that,  when  once  the  sword 

drawn,  barbarities  and  injustice  are  sure  to  follow  on 

•>th  sides.      These  heretics,   protected  by  Raymond, 

->unt  of  Toulouse,  had  been  guilty  of  seditions  and 

uolence.     In  armed  troops  they  expelled  the  bishops, 

•ergy,   and    religious,    demolished    monasteries,    apd 

liundered  churches.     They  were    not    persecuted    by 

rrder  of  Innocent  III. ;  he  only  ordered  the  Cistercian 

onks  to   preach  against  them.     Several   princes  pro- 

icted  the  Albigenses  and  opposed  the  monks,  and  one 

I"  the  religious  was  assassinated  by  the  heretics  in  1208. 

•hen  the  pope  exhorted  the   King  of  France,   Philip 

ugustus,  to  raise  a  crusade   against  these  seditious 

'.  sturbers  of  the  public  peace,  and  the  assault  of  the 

•  •wn  of  Beziers  followed  :  but  far  be  it  from  us  to 

t .-ifend  the  cruel  massacre  of  its  inhabitants,  though  they 

r  e  proved  to  have  been   robbers  and  plunderers,  and 

uilty  of  all  kinds  of  enormities.     It  was  done,  however, 

'  authority  of  the  secular   power,   and  not,  as  Mr. 

^hite  would  insinuate,  by  order  of  Pope  Innocent  III. 

Now    let    the    reader  decide   whether  Mr.  Blanco 

Hute  has  gained  any  thing  for  Protestants,  by  claiming 

ese  men  as  their  ancestors ;  whether  he  has  shewn  any 

indour  in  his  representation  of  their  history  ;    and 

hether  a  sincere  Protestant  has  any  reason  to  be  glad 

'such  a  convert  as  Mr.  Blanco  White. 


CHAPTER    III. 


T/i9u  hast  forsaken  the  fountain  of  wisdom:  for  ifthou  hadst  walked 
the  way  of  God,  thou  hadst  surely  dwelt  in  peace  for  ever.  ' 

BARUCH,  in.  v.  12 


MR.   WHITE'S  ABSURD  EXPLANATIONS   OF   THE  WORDS  CHURCH  A 

CATHOLIC—  SOPHISTRY  ABOUT  THE  POPE'S  SUPREMACY — TRADITION 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION — MR.  W.'s  MISREPRESENTATIONS  OF  THE  D( 
TRINE  OF  CATHOLICS  ON  TRANSUBSTANTIATION  AND  ON  PURGATOK1 
INDULGENCES— CONFESSION,  RELICS,  AND  IMAGES. 

The  concluding  part  of  Mr.White's  second  Dialog 
in  the  "  Preservative"  is  so  nearly  connected  with  t 
whole  substance  of  Letter  III.  in  the  "  Evidence,"  th 
it  will  be  best  to  begin  this  chapter  with  a  notice  of  bot 
The  first  treats  of  the  Church — the  second  of  ihepope 

The  first  is  a  paltry  effort  to  explain  away  the  meanii 
of  that  article  of  the  creed  in  which  we  profess  our  beli 
in  the  Holy  Catholic  Church.  Mr.  White  was  we 
aware  how  inconsistent  it  is  in  a  Protestant  to  profe 
belief  in  the  Catholic  Church;  when  he  cannot  she 
that  his  church  is  catholic, that  is,  universal,in  any  sens 
either  as  to  time  or  place.  Hence  he  labours  to  c 
away  with  the  difficulty  by  confusing  the  real  meanir 
of  both  the  words,  Church  and  Catholic.  Church  I 
would  have  to  mean  "Christianity  in  general;"  an 
would  maintain  that  when  our  Saviour  promised  thj 
Satan  should  not  prevail  against  his  Church,  he  mere] 
meant  that  "  the  devil  should  never  succeed  in  abolisl 
ing  the  faith  in  God  through  Christ . .  not  that  the  pop 
must  always  be  in  the  right,"  &c.*  But  if  Church  rneai 
no  more  than  Christianity  in  general,  it  must  folio 
that  all  those  who  call  themselves  Christians  are  men 

*  Preservative,  page  50. 
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3rs  of  the  Church  of  Christ,  let  their  errors  be  what 

uey  may  ;  and  if  that  be  Mr.  White's  idea,  how  came 

3  to  subscribe  the  Articles  of  the  Church  of  England, 

*e  nineteenth  of  which  gives  a  very  different  definition 

?the  Church?— "The  visible  Church  of  Christ  is  a 

Wteregation  of  faithful  men,  in  which  the  pure  word  of 

<od   is  preached,"  &c.     Mr.   Thorndike,   a    learned 

irotestant,  understood  the  matter  much   better.     He 

>'.ys  in  his  letter  concerning  the  present  state  of  religion, 

at    "  when  we  say   we    believe   the    Holy  Catholic 

'hurch,  as  part  of  that  faith  whereby  we  hope  to  be 

t'ved,   we   do  not  profess   to  believe  that  there  is   a 

^mpany  of  men  professing  Christianity,  but  that  there 

a  corporation  of  true  Christians,  excluding  heretics  and 

thismatics ,-  and  that  we  hope  to  be  saved  by  being 

members  of  it."     What  becomes  now   of  Mr.  White's 

>surd  notion  of  the  Church  ?     He  has  evidently  not 

arnt  yet  what  he  ought  to  hold  as  a  member  of  the 

hurch  of  England  ;  he  is  too  raw  a  convert  from  infi- 

?lity ;  he  may  learn  from  the  Article  of  the  Church  of 

mgland,  and  from  this  testimony  of  a  Protestant  writer, 

>  correct  his  ideas  about  the  Church,    and    salvation 
at  of  it. 

Mr.  White  gives  an  explanation  of  the  word  Catholic, 
Dually  removed  from  its  real  meaning  and  application. 
atholic  means  universal.  So  far  Mr.  W.  tells  the  truth  ; 
at  he  says,  that  as  soon  as  errors  arose,  they  "  were 
illed  heresies,  which  means  separations  /  because  those 
iho  set  up  their  own  conceits  as  the  doctrine  of  the 
ospel,  separated  themselves  from  the  universal  belief." 
t  may  be  humiliating  to  such  a  scholar  as  Mr.  White, 

>  be  reminded  that  heresy  does  not  mean  separation, 

ut  choosing  for  one's  self,  as  any  Greek  Lexicon  would 

rave  informed  him.     It  comes  from  the  verb  ««/>£« — to 

hoose,  and  hence  those  who  despised  the  authority  of 

ic  Catholic  Church,  and  would  choose  for  themselves, 

ere  always  called  from  the  same  word,  heretics,  that 

,  choosers.     According  to  Mr.  W.'s  account,  heresies 

•ecame  "  so  numerous,  that  the  true  Christian  belief 
3uld  no  longer  be  called  Catholic  or  universal ;  so  that 
o  say,  I  believe  in  the  Holy  Catholic  Church,  was  not 
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the  same  as  if  one  said,  I  believe  in  the  true  Church 
He  goes  on  to  state,  therefore,  that  in  the  course  of  abo 
three  centuries,  it  became  necessary  to  add  the  wo 
Apostolic,  as  it  stands  in  the  Nicene  Creed.  Then  ] 
accuses  us,  whom  he  insultingly  calls  "  Romanists," 
artfully  contriving  to  be  called  Catholics  ;  and  cautio 
Protestants  to  be  aware  of  this  trick,  and  never  call  <i 
Catholics,  but  Roman  Catholics,  Romanists,  or  Papist 
Very  good  advice,  no  doubt :  but  why,  then,  did  M 
White  say  in  the  first  page  of  his  book  that  he  had  bet 
ordained  a  Catholic  priest?  Why,  but  that  "  gre; 
is  the  power  of  truth  ;  and  it  will  prevail  !" 

Now  to  demolish  all  the  sophistry  of  this  most  "artfi 
contrivance"  of  Mr.  Blanco  White's  ;  all  history  test 
fies  that  the  true  Church  always  bore  the  honourab 
and  distinguishing  title  of  Catholic  :  and  let  Mr.  Whi 
be  well  assured  that  with  all  his  good  advice,  and  th« 
of  many  before  him  who  have  laboured  hard  to  give  \ 
opprobrious  names,  we  shall  ever  be  designated  by  tl 
glorious  and  original  name  of  Catholics.  He  cann< 
prevent  our  having  a  title  which  has  descended  to  i 
through  the  unbroken  course  of  eighteen  centuries  :  h 
cannot  demolish  the  triumphant  proof  established  in  01 
favour  by  our  uniform  possession  of  that  honourab' 
distinction.  "  Christian  is  my  name,  Catholic  my  su 
name,"  said  St.  Pacian,  who  lived  towards  the  end  « 
the  fourth  century.  That  saint  says,  the  name  of  Cathol 
comes  from  God,  and  is  necessary  to  distinguish  th 
dove,  the  undivided  Virgin  Church,  from  all  sects,  whic 
are  called  from  their  particular  founders.  Observe  thf 
this  was  in  a  letter  to  Symphronian,  a  Donatist  an 
Novatian  heretic,  who  had  found  fault  with  the  tru 
Church  for  taking  the  title  of  Catholic.  This  make 
powerfully  against  Mr.  Blanco's  account ;  and  distinctl 
proves  that  the  name  of  Catholic  was  the  distinctio 
from  heresies,  after  the  period  when  Apostolical  wa 
inserted  in  the  Nicene  Creed.  Now  let  us  hear  wha 
St.  Augustin  said  in  the  same  century  :  "  We  must  hoi 
the  communion  of  that  Church,  which  is  Catholic  ;  an< 
is  not  only  so  called  by  her  own  children,  but  by  all  he 
enemies.  For  heretics  and  schismatics,  whether  the 
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pill  or  not,  when  they  speak  not  to  their  own  people, 
ut  to  strangers,  call  Catholics,  Catholics  only.     For 
hey  cannot  be  understood,  if  they  give  them  not  that 
ame,  which  all  the  world  gives  them^."*     And  this  very 
ircumstance,  which  Mr.  White  has  the  effrontery  to  coii- 
est,  was  one  of  the  four  important  considerations  which 
ept  St.  Augustin  in  the  Catholic  Church  ;  that  Church 
^hich  Mr.  White  has  been  so  unhappy  as  to  forsake 
^ith  all  these  arguments  before  his  face,  thus  strongly 
rged  by  so  great  a  doctor  as  St.  Augustin  :  "  There 
ire  many  other  things  which  most  justly  hold  me  in  the 
ommunion  of  the  Catholic  Church.     1st. — The  agree- 
ment of  people  and  nations  holds  me.     2dly. — Autho- 
ity,  begun  with  miracles,  nourished  with  hope,  increased 
>  -ith  charity,  confirmed  by  antiquity,  holds  me.    3dly. — 
L  succession  of  bishops  descending  from  the  see  of  St. 
3>eter,  to  whom  Christ  after  his  resurrection  committed 
nis  flock,  to  the  present  episcopacy,  holds  me.    4thly. — 
Me  very  name  of  CATHOLIC  holds  me;  of  which  this 
'hurch  alone  has,  not  without  reason,  so  kept  the  pos- 
^ssion,  that  though  all  heretics  desire  to  be  called 
'atholics  ;   yet,  if  a  stranger  ask  them  where  Catholics 
icet,  none  of  the  heretics  dare  point  out  his  own  house 
rhisChurch."t 

Now  which  are  we  to  believe,  these  holy  and  learned 
'athers,  or  Mr.  Blanco  White?  What  reasonable 
ian  does  not  see  that  his  account  of  the  title  Catholic 
totally  incorrect  and  unfounded  ?  The  Church  of 
rod  in  communion  with  the  pope,  preserved  that  title 
i  every  century  down  to  the  present ;  and  Mr  White 
nows  that  he  cannot  prove  the  contrary.  His  attempt 
>>  do  so  is  the  weakest  we  have  ever  seen.  Protestants 
ave  always  been  jealous  of  our  sole  possession  of  this 
tie  :  they  have  often  tried  to  call  themselves  Catholics, 
ad  to  distinguish  us  as  Roman  Catholics ;  but  in  this 
icy  have  never  succeeded.  To  be  Catholics  they  must 
rove  themselves  to  be  universal  as  to  time  and  place  ; 
hich  a  system,  or  rather  a  confused  heap  of  systems, 

*  Lib.  de  vera  Religione,  cap.  vii. 
f  Contra  Ep.  Fund.  Manich.  cap.  iv. 
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none  older  than  three  hundred  years,  and  confined 
very  few  parts  of  the  globe,  can  never  do.  "  Thou  j 
not  yet  four  hundred  years  old,  and  hast  thou  seen  t 
Apostles?" 

But  we  can  readily  and  triumphantly  shew  that  o 
Church  is  Catholic,  and  the  "  holy  Catholic  Church 
in   which    we    profess  to   believe  in    the  creed.     0 
Church  is  Catholic  as  to  time.     It  has  existed  in  eve 
age  since  the  time  of  Christ.     We   can   point  out  t 
origin  of  every  sect  and  division  of  Christians  ;  but 
one  can  assign  any  other  beginning  to  our  Church,  th 
Christ  and  his  Apostles.     It  is  Catholic  as  to  doctrit 
What  it  teaches  now,  it  has  taught  in  every  age;  a 
though   our    adversaries    are  fond  of   accusing   us 
adding  new  doctrines  to  those  of  the  primitive  Chun: 
such  a  charge  is  more  easily  made  than  proved.     T 
testimonies  of  the  early  Fathers  abundantly  shew  tt 
every  single  article  of  our  faith  was  taught  from  t 
beginning.     It   is  Catholic   as  to  place.     It   is  spre 
throughout  the  world,  and   has  ever  reckoned  by  \\ 
the  greatest  number  of  members  in  its  communion  ; 
every  book   of  geography  will   testify.      In   fine  it 
Catholic  by  the  universal  consent  of  all  people,  in  i 
ages,  friends  and  enemies,  who  have  always  called 
members  Catholics.   Some  have  sneeringly  called  us  R 
manists,  Papists,  and  other  names,  but  those  names  ha 
never  generally  obtained  ;  we  still   are,  and  ever  shi 
be  distinguished  by  the  glorious  surname  of  CATHOLIC 

Mr.  White's  invention  about  the  term  Apostolic 
is  as  ridiculous  as  it  is  original.  No  one,  surely,  befo 
him,  pretended  to  believe  that  Apostolical  was  insert 
in  the  Nicene  Creed,  because  the  Catholics  could  i 
longer  be  distinguished  from  heretics.  If  they  h; 
separated  from  the  Church,  surely  they  could  tell  wh 
Church  they  had  left ;  and  all  the  world  knew  Catholi 
from  others  then,  as  well  as  they  do  now,  thout 
heresies  are  now  much  more  multiplied. 

The  word  Apostolical  was  inserted  as  one  essenti 
mark  of  the  true  Church,  as  well  as  the  other  marks 
Unity,    Holiness,   and   Catholicity.     It   signified   th; 
our  Church  had  its  origin,  its  mission,  and  its  doctrit 
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•om  the  Apostles  The  Protestants  have  often  boasted 
mt  their  doctrine  is  apostolical,  because  they  collect 
, they  say,  from  the  writings  of  the  Apostles  ;  and  Mr. 

*^hite  attempts  the  same  argument,  though  in  a  very 
angling  manner.  But  how  do  Protestants  know  that 
ley  alone  understand  the  writings  of  the  Apostles  in 
ieir  true  sense,  while  the  whole  body  of  the  successors 

-:f  the  Apostles  maintain  that  they   understand  them 

jrong,  and  that  these  writings  have  in   all  ages  been 
nderstood  differently  ? 
Mr.  White,  after  these  luminous  discoveries,   pro- 

t^eds  to  condemn  us  as  follows.  "  The  members  of  that 
sretical,  that  is,  particular  Church  of  the  pope, — that 
ihurch  of  the  individual  city  of  Rome,  cannot  be 
atholic  or  universal,  except  as  far  as  they  are  Apos- 
•lic."  And  again,  "We  are  bound  to  declare  her  a 
>rrupt  and  heretical  Church,"  &c.*  What  absurdities 

re  crowded  together  in  these  few  lines  !  Who  can 
ilue  Mr.  Blanco  White's  divinity  a  straw  after  such  a 

«  splay  ?    He  tells  us  that  "  the  Church  of  the  individual 

ty  of  Rome  cannot  be  universal;"  which  is  about  as 

i-e  a^  saying  that  London  cannot  be  Europe.     Who 

-er  said  that  the  particular  diocese  of  Rome  was  the 

tiiversal   Church  ?     We    maintain,    indeed,   that    the 

hurch,  in  communion  with  the  see  of  Rome,  is  Catho- 

c,  as  all  the  world  knows  :  we  maintain,  that  it  is  also 

ipostolic  ;  but  it  is  not  its  Apostolicity  that  makes  its 

Catholicity,  as  Mr.  White  confusedly  pretends ;  and  it 

utter  absurdity  to  say  that  the  Church,  in  communion 

ith  the  see  of  Rome,  is  only  Catholic  as  far  as  it  is 

postolical.     Mr.  White  suddenly  claims  authority  to 

renounce  us  heretical,  by  which,  according  to  his  for- 

•er  account,  he  means  that  we  are  separated  from — 

om  what — Mr.   Blanco  White  ?      It  is   a   new   idea 

tuly,   that   that  Church  should  have  separated,  from 

hich  all  others  separated.     "  If  she  fell  by  heresy, 

om  what  Church  did  she  fall  ?  what  Church  reproved 

jr  ?  what  council  condemned  her  ?  what  Fathers  wrote 

gainst  her  ?  where  were  her  accusers  ?  did  no  Church 

*  "  Preservative,"  pages  52  and  53. 
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condemn  her  ?  No  Church  Lord  !  Then  she  is  not 
heretical  Church."*  Before  Mr.  White  assumed 
thority  to  pronounce  thus  of  the  Church  he  has  desert 
he  should  have  exhibited  some  claim  for  the  Churct 
which  he  now  professes  to  be  a  member.  Tertull 
would  have  demanded  his  warrant  in  these  tern 
"  Let  them  produce  the  origin  of  their  Church, 
them  give  us  a  list  of  their  bishops,  deduced  by  succ 
sion  from  the  beginning,  so  that  this  first  bishop  1 
either  an  Apostle,  or  an  Apostolical  man  for  his  pre 
cessor.  Let  heretics  counterfeit  any  thing  like  thi 
they  can."t 

Having  thus  "  destroyed  the  sophistry"  of  Mr.  Wh 
with  regard  to  the  Catholic  Church,  we  shall  find  1 
"  at  his  dirty  work  again,"  in  that  Letter  in  his  "  E 
dence"  which  treats  of  the  Head  of  that  Church 
earth,  the  Pope ;  as  well  as  in  the  third  Dialogue 
his  "  Preservative." 

The  substance  of  his  Letter,  as  far  as  it  regards  1 
pope,  is  this  :  Mr.  White  professes  to  examine  the  ti 
by  which  our  Church,  with  the  pope  at  its  head,  clai 
infallible  authority.  He  states,  as  the  ground  of  it,  i 
memorable  text ;  "  Thou  art  Peter,"  &c.  St.  Ma 
xvi,  18.  He  argues,  that  if  those  words  contain  wl 
Catholics  teach  about  the  pope,  it  is  only  in  an  indir 
and  obscure  manner ;"  that  Saint  Peter  never  alludes 
his  privilege  in  his  Epistles ;  that  our  system  "may  inde 
be  contained  in  that  passage,  but  if  so,  it  is  contained  lik 
diamond  in  a  mountain ;"  that  it  follows  that  t 
claims  of  the  pope  and  his  Church  "  having  no  otl 
than  an  obscure  and  doubtful  foundation,  the  belief 
it  cannot  be  obligatory  on  all  Christians  ;"  that  if  th 
have  the  power  which  they  claim,  it  is  a  one  of  t 
least  obvious  truths  in  the  gospels ;"  that  the  force 
his  argument  rests  upon  the  doubtfulness  of  the  meani 
of  the  text  in  question  ;  that  either  Christ  did  not  me 
what  Catholics  claim,  or  if  he  did,  that  he  concealed  ] 
meaning,  and  therefore,  obedience  to  the  Roman  Chur 

*  See  the  excellent  Sermon,  entitled  "  The  Spirit  and  the  Tn 
of  Religion/'  by  the  Rev.  H.  Weedall,  page  46. 

f  Tert.  Liber  de  Prsescrip.  cap.  xxxii. 
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nnot  be  necessary.  This  is  really  the  substance  of 
r.  White's  grand  argument,  which  he  has  muddily 
rried  along  through  seven  octavo  pages  ! 
Our  task  then  in  reply  is  sufficiently  easy;  it  only 
sts  with  us  to  shew  that  the  claims  of  our  Church  and 
jpe,  do  not  rest  on  a  doubtful  foundation.  Allowing, 
r  argument  sake,  that  our  only  proof  of  the  authority 

our  Church  and  pope,  is  the  passage  "  Thou  art 
3ter,"  &c.  which  is  by  no  means  the  case,  we  contend 
at  even  so,  our  claim  does  not  rest  upon  a  doubtful, 
t  a  very  sure  foundation.     How  can  that  passage  be 
doubtful  meaning  which  for  so  many  hundred  years, 
so  many  millions  of  people,  by  so  many  Holy  Fathers 
d  doctors,  by  all  the  councils,  and  by  the  most  learned 
d  pious  men  in  the  world  in  every  age  down  to  the 
.^formation,  was  uniformly  understood   as  Catholics 
•w  understand  it ;  and  which  since  the  Reformation 
sa  been  understood  the  same  by  the  greater  part  of  the 
tristian  world  ?    A  fine  idea  for  a  passage  to  be  called 
ubtful,  because  a  handful  of  men  choose  to  dispute 
meaning,  in  opposition  to  the  rest  of  Christendom, 
d  1500  years  after  the  passage  was  written,  itg  meaning 
ving  been  agreed  to  all  that  time  throughout  the 
iristian  world  ! — Was  not  St.  Augustin  qualified  to 
onounce  on  such  a  passage  ?     Was  not   St.  Jerom 
>lical  scholar  enough  to  determine  its  meaning?  Was 
it  like  a  diamond  hid  in  a  mountain,  which  was  found 
d   used  by  the  primitive  Fathers,  and  has  been  pre- 
ved   in   all   its  brilliancy  every  since  ?     What  does 
\  White  mean  by  a  passage  with  a  doubtful  meaning  ? 
>es  he  mean  a  text  which  no  one  has  been  ever  found 
dispute  ?     He  will  find  few  such  indeed  in  the  Scrip- 
ts.    If   so    many    discordant    meanings    have  been 
igned  to  those  four  words  :  "  This  is  my  body,"  than 

ich  language  can  furnish  none  plainer,  how  are  we 

hope  that  a  passage  like  that  in  question  would  be 
disputed  ? — But,  independently  of  the  glaring  fact 
it  such  an  overwhelming  majority  of  Christians  in 
3ry  age  have  understood  this  passage  in  one  sense, 
d  thereby  removed  all  doubtfulness  from  its  meaning, 

impartial  examination  of  the  text  will  shew  clearly 
tat  our  Saviour  intended  by  it. 
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Onr  Lord  had  previously  changed  the  Apostle's  nai 
from  Simon  to  that  of  Cephas  or  Peter,  which  means 
rock.*  He  shews  in  St.  Matt,  xvi,  18,  what  he  intend 
by  so  doing.  Simon  Peter  had  just  made  a  glorio 
confession  that  Christ  was  the  Son  of  the  living  Go 
and  to  reward  him  for  this  confession,  our  Savio 
conferred  on  him  a  splendid  privilege  in  these  word 
u  I  say  to  thee,  that  thou  art  Peter;  and  upon  tl 
rock  I  will  build  my  Church,  and  the  gates  of  hellshi 
not  prevail  against  it."  What  can  this  mean,  but  that  o 
Lord  chose  Peter  to  be  the  rock  or  foundation  up 
which  his  Church  should  be  built — that  he  was 
support  the  whole  edifice  upon  earth  ?  Then  o 
Saviour  added  :  "  And  I  will  give  to  thee  the  keys 
the  kingdom  of  heaven  :  and  whatsoever  thou  sh; 
bind  upon  earth,  it  shall  be  bound  also  in  heaven  ;  a 
whatsoever  thou  shalt  loose  upon  earth,  it  shall  be  loos 
also  in  heaven."  This  second  metaphor  of  the  ke 
plainly  expresses  the  plenitude  of  power  in  the  house 
God  ;  for  he  who  has  the  keys  of  a  house  or  city,  r 
committed  to  him  the  government,  possession,  a 
administration  thereof.  Where  is  the  obscurity 
doubtfulness  of  the  passage  ?  It  plainly  confers  t 
primacy  of  honour  and  jurisdiction  on  St.  Peter  ;  a 
these  he  is  proved  to  have  exercised,  though  his  humil 
may  easily  have  prevented  him  from  proclaiming  1 
authority  in  his  Epistles,  which  would,  after  all,  ha 
been  a  very  needless  proclamation,  where  his  supi 
macy  was  never  questioned.  In  proof  that  he  was  alwa 
the  acknowledged  head  of  the  Church,  it  should 
observed  that  he  is  always  named  first  in  the  enumer 
tion  of  the  Apostles  in  the  Gospels  ;  he  spoke  first  i 
the  election  of  an  Apostle  in  place  of  Judas,  declari 
that  "  one  of  these  must  be  made  a  witness  with  us 
his  Resurrection"  (Acts,  i;)  he  proclaimed  the  Gos} 
first,  and  first  opened  the  Apostolic  ministry  on  the  d 
of  Pentecost  (Acts,  ii  ;)  he  first  pleaded  the  cause  of  t 
Apostles  before  the  Council  (Acts,  iv  ;)  he  tfirst  beg 
the  conversion  of  the  Gentiles^  in  the  person  of  Corn 

*  St  John,  i,  v.  42. 
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Vets,  x  ;)  he  first  spoke  in  the  Synod  of  Jerusalem, 

pening  it  with  authority,  although  St.  James  was  the 

ishop  of  that  city  in  which  it  was  held.    (Acts,  xv.) 

"hus  do  the  Scriptures  themselves  testify  the  meaning 

f  that  passage  which  Mr.  White  endeavours  to  obscure. 

It  has  been  shewn  then  that  the  meaning  of  the  said 

;xt  is  not  doubtful  or  obscure  ;  and  this  at  once  demo- 

shes  all  Mr.  White's   pompous  argumentation.     But 

ilr.  W.  is  wrong  in  stating  that  the  claims  of  our  Church 

nd  pope  rest  solely  upon  the  above  text.     With  his 

suai  want  of  theological  accuracy,  very  disgraceful  in 

man  of  his  multiplied  titles,  he  has  confusedly  mixed 

ip  the  separate  subjects  of  the  Authority  of  the  Church, 

?  Head  of  the  Church,  and   the  Infallibility  of  the 

|  'hurch.     All   these  important   points  we    prove   from 

jsirious  weighty  arguments  ;    which  as  the  nature  and 

i  mils  of  this  little  work  neither  require  nor  admit  of 

fuir  stating  at  any  length,  we  refer   the  reader  to  the 

masterly  exposition  of  them  in  that  incomparable  work, 

The  End  of  Religious  Controversy,"  by  Bishop  Mil- 

er,  or  in  the  "  Discussion  Amicale"  of  the  Abbe  Tre- 

ern,  now  Bishop  of  Strasbourg.    We  confine  ourselves 

'•>  the  sophistry  of  Mr.  Blanco  White ;  and  shall  now 

Inew  how  he  continues  it  in  his  "  Preservative,"  Dia- 

)gue  third. 

What  will  the  reader  think  of  Mr.  White's  regard 
;»r  truth  and  charity,  when  he  finds  him  accusing  Catho- 
i<cs  of  holding  such  monstrous  doctrines,  as  that  the 

•  ope  has  received  the  power  "  of  adding  to  the  Scrip- 
ures  several  articles  of  faith  £"*     Perhaps  this  is  as 

ind  absurd  a  calumny  as  was  ever  put  forth  against 
!ue  Catholic  Church ;  and  it  is  brought  against  her  by 

•  ne  of  her  own  ministers  !  It  is  a  broad  insinuation 
lat  the  pope  claims  the  power  of  making  articles  of 
lith  when  it  suits  his  pleasure  or  profit ;  and  that  we 

>re  bound  to  receive  such  articles  equally  with  those  in 
le  Scriptures.  It  was  known  to  Mr.  White  that  no 
'atholics  ever  held  such  a  doctrine  ;  and  what  could  it 
vail  him  to  be  guilty  of  such  misrepresentation  ?  Ca- 

Preservative,"  page  58. 
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tholics  do  not  hold  that  the  pope  can  invent  or  propos  >, 
articles  at  his  pleasure  ;  nor  is  any  constitution  of  th  i 
pope  binding  upon  us,  unless  received  and  approved  b  i 
the  open  or  tacit  consent  of  the  Church  throughout  th 
world.     "The  Church,"  says  the  illustrious  Bossue 
"  openly  professes  that  she  says  nothing  from  herself 
that  she  invents  no  new  doctrine  ;  she  only  declares  th  1 
divine  revelation  by  the  interior  direction  of  the  Hoi 
Ghost,  who  is  given  to  her  as  her  teacher."* 

With  equal  disregard  to  truth  and  charity,  Mr.  Whit 
states  that  the  pope  u  grounds  his  claims  on  his  ow 
authority,  and  supports  his  authority  by   the  sword 
that  he  objects  to  the  free  circulation  of  the  Scripture; 
because  they  are  unfavourable  to  him  ;  and  because  h 
has  added  articles  to  them,  decidedly  to  his  own  profit." 
Such  is  the  contemptible  fallacy  with  which  he  introduce 
several  of  our  doctrines,  in  order  to  persuade  his  reader 
that  they  are  the  inventions  of  Popery,  and  additions  t 
the  word  of  God,  for  the  profit  of  the  Catholic  Church 
The  clearest  arguments  in  reply  may  be  thrown  awa 
upon  a  mind  so  dishonourable,  and  so  determined  t< 
misrepresent.      It   may  be    in  vain  to  shew  that  th 
authority  of  the  Church  and  the  supremacy  of  the  popi 
are  clearly  taught  in   the  Holy  Scriptures  ;  to  protest 
thai  we  totally  disapprove  of  and  condemn  persecutioi 
in  every  shape  for  religious  opinions  ;  that  we  do  no 
object  to  the  free  reading  of  the  Scriptures,  from  a  fea 
that  any  part  of  our  doctrine  will  be  disproved  by  them 
and  that  our  Church  or  pope  has  never  proposed  an] 
new  articles  of  faith,  any  contrary  to  the  word  of  God 
or  in  addition  to  the  word  of  God,  or  any  not  deliverec 
to  the  Church  by  Christ,  immediately,  or  through  hi.< 
Apostles.     But  though  we  have  little  expectation  o 
convincing  a  man  so  bent  upon  calumniating  the  creec 
of  his  fathers,  it  will  be  right  to  examine  the  doctrines 
which  he  calls  inventions  of  the  pope,  and  prove  them  tc 
be  all  divine  revelations,  lest  any  be  imposed  upon  b\ 
Mr.   White's    grievous    mis-statements.      The    points 

*  "  Exposition  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Catholic  Church,'*  chap.  18. 
f  "  Preservative/'  pages  60  and  61. 
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hich  he  charges    us   with  inventing,   are  Tradition, 
ransubstantiation,  Confession,  Relics,  and  Images. 
Mr.  White's  larger  work  does  not  profess  to  enter 
ito  arguments  upon  these  doctrines,  but  only  to  shew 
>ieir  tendency  to  increase  the  power  of  the  pope  and  his 
hurch,  and  thence  to  infer  the  motive  which  the  pope  had 
i  inventing  them.  The  smaller  work,  "The  Poor  Man's 
Preservative,"  which  is  that  more  immediately  under 
otice,  is  by  no  means  so  reserved  ;  it  follows  the  usual 
ain  of  first  misrepresenting  our  doctrines,  and  then 
'diculing  them,  and  drawing  the  most  un warranted  con- 
•quences  from  them.    The  "Evidence"  merely  speaks 
•*F  our  placing  tradition  on  the  same  footing  with  the 
f-riptures:  the  "Preservative"  unblushingly  charges 
5  with   making  tradition  or  hearsay  superior   to  the 
Mord  of  God  in  writing  ;  and  declares  that,  "  by  placing 
bie  Scripture  under  the  control  of  these  hearsays,  the 
Kope  and  his  Church  have  been  able  to  build   up  the 
onstrous  system   of  their   power  and  ascendancy."' 
k.11  this  will  be  best  refuted,  by  a  concise  statement  of 
ic  real  doctrine  of  Catholics  concerning  Tradition. 
The  rule  of  our  faith  is  the  revealed  word  of  God.    The 
>  ord  of  God  is  two-fold,  written  and  unwritten.     The 
*  ritten    is  called  Scripture,  the  unwritten,  Tradition. 
Phe  unwritten  word  was  the  first  rule  of  Christianity  : 
rhe  Church  was  established  before  the  New  Testament 
^  as  written  :  Tradition  was  already  in  possession  ;  and 
k'hen  the  New  Testament  was  added  to  it,  its  authority 
as  not  forfeited  on  that  account.     The  written  word  is 
ot  the  whole  word  of  God,  but  only  a  part.     It  is  not 
sufficient  rule  of  faith  without  traditional  authority ; 
or  if  it  were,  there  would  have  been  no  heresies ;  and 
:  would  have  been  so  clear  and  explicit  in  every  point 
T  faith,  as  to  preclude  all  doubt.     The  written  word 
Lself  was  handed  down  by  Tradition  ;  andits  authenti- 
ity  is  therefore  dependent  on  Catholic  tradition.     By 
raditional  authority  the  Church  is  empowered,  both  to 
ittest  the  authenticity  of  Scripture,  and  to  determine  its 
Tiginal,  genuine,  and  orthodox  interpretation. 

*  "Preservative,"  page 63. 
D    2 
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The  earliest  Fathers,  to  whom  no  Protestant  c; 
object,  refer  in  striking  terms  to  the  authority  of  Tr 
dition.  Tertullian,  in  the  third  century,  says,  speakii 
of  controversy  :  "  Wherefore  the  Scriptures  cannot 
the  test,  nor  can  they  decide  the  conflict ;  since,  wi 
relation  to  them,  the  victory  must  remain  pendulous.' 
St.  Irenaeus  in  the  same  century,  speaking  of  heretic 
says  :  "  They  are  averse  from  Tradition,  saying-  th 
they  are  more  penetrating,  not  than  the  pastors  onl 
but  than  the  Apostles  themselves — that  they  have  di 
covered  the  general  truth — the  hidden  mystery.' 
How  applicable  to  Luther  and  his  associates,  uwl 
founded  Mr.  White's  Church;"  and  to  him  who  d 
voutly  treads  in  their  footsteps  !  Sometimes,  howeve 
they  themselves  were  compelled  to  give  glory  to  tl 
truth,  as  Melancthon  does  in  the  following  remarkab 
words  :  "  Let  us  learn  to  love,  reverence,  and  venera 
the  teaching  Church ; — as  it  was  most  agreeably  signifie 
in  Samson's  allegory  :  had  ye  not  ploughed  with  n 
heifer,  ye  had  not  found  out  my  riddle  ;  that  is  :  had  ^ 
not  heard  the  Church — which  is  the  depositary  of  tl 
word  of  God — the  word  of  God  itself  had  been  utter 
unknown  to  you."|  With  this  explanation,  and  the; 
testimonies,  who  will  credit  Mr.  White  that  Traditic 
was  invented  by  the  pope  ? 

Mr.  White  next  attacks  Transubstantiation*  He  se 
out  as  usual  with  false  assertions.  He  says  it  would  I 
searched  for  in  vain  in  the  Scriptures — that  the  Apostle 
could  not  understand  the  words  of  Christ  in  a  corpore* 
sense — that  St.  Paul  did  not  believe  in  the  real  presenci 
— that  in  order  to  secure  veneration  for  the  priests,  th 
people  were  taught  the  real  presence — and  that  it  we 
so  material  a  presence,  that  if  a  mouse  eat  up  part  of  th 
host,  it  certainly  eat  the  body  of  Christ,  &c.§  Hen 
for  once,  Mr.  White  has  not  the  small  merit  of  havin 
invented  false  accusations.  These  are  all  old  attack; 
a  thousand  times  made  against  us,  and  a  thousand  time 
repelled.  There  is  no  truth  in  any  one  of  them. 

*  Lib.  de  Praescrip.  c.  xix.  -f  Lib.  iii.  c.  2. 

I  Melancthon  in  loc.  com.  de  Eccles.  p.  348. 

§  "  Preservative,"  p.  64. 
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We  certainly  believe  the  doctrine  of  Transubstantia- 
1011  to  have  been  handed  down  to  us  by  divine  tradition, 
is  a  revealed  truth  received  from  Christ  himself,  but  not 
•  to  the    exclusion   of  testimony    in    its   favour   in   the 
j  Scriptures.     It  would  not  be  searched  for  in  vain  in  the 
Scriptures.    They  contain  the  memorable  words,  "  This 
is   my  body."  &c.  and  now  Luther  and  Calvin  shall 
prove  for  us,  by  condemning  each  other,  that  transub- 
rtantiatioii  is  the  only  tf  ue  scriptural  doctrine  of  the  real 
presence.     Luther  laboured  hard  to  disbelieve  the  real 
.presence,  but  declared  that  the  words  were  too  strong 
i for  him,  and  that  he  was  forced  to  believe  that  Christ 
>was  truly  and  corporeally  present  after  the  consecration. 
iHowever,  he  taught  that  the  body  of  Christ  was  present, 
in  the  bread,  and  with  the  bread,  which  mode  was  called 
consubstantiation.     Calvin,  however,  denied  any  real 
^presence;  and  accused  Luther  of  doing  violence  to  the 
words  of  Christ ;  for  he  did  not  say,  "  This  bread  is  my 
'body,"  or  "My  body  is  in  this;"  but,  "  This  is  my 
ibody."     Therefore,  said  Calvin,  you  must  either  admit 
mo  real  presence  at  all,  or  admit  Transubstantiation  with 
'the  Catholics.     Luther  replied  that  Calvin's  figurative 
sense  did  equal  violence  to  the  words  of  our  Saviour  ; 
for  he  did  not  say,  "  This  is  the  figure  of  my  body  ;"  nor, 
"  This  contains  the  virtue  and  efficacy  of  my  body  ;" 
'but  simply,  "  This  is  my  body  ;"  therefore,  concluded 
ILiuher,  his  body  was  there  really  present.     Thus  the 
enemies  of  the  Catholic  Church,  by  refuting  one  another 
^proved  unintentionally  the  truth  of  her  doctrine  ;  and 
this  alone  will  sufficiently  shew  that  Transubstantiation 
will  not  be  searched  for  in  vain  in  the  Scriptures.     The 
Apostles   could    understand    the   words   of  our    Lord 
in  a  corporeal  sense  :  they  knew  him  to  be  the  omnipo- 
tent Son  of  God,  and  the  truth  itself;   hence  they  must 
have  believed  him  able  to  change  bread  into  his  body, 
and  they  must  have  believed  that  he  gave  them  his  body, 
when  he  expressly  declared  that  he  did  so.     But,  says 
Mr.  White,  it  would  have  been  "  as  if  Christ  had  said 
to  them  that  he  was  holding  himself  in  his  own  hands." 
Exactly  so,  Mr.  Blanco  White ;    the  consequence  is 
rigorously  true.     Does  Mr.  White  mean  to  claim  this 
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paltry  objection  as  his  own  ?     No,  even  this  is  an  ol  j 
quibble,  and  perhaps  while  he  was  an  infidel,  he  learr  \ 
it  from  the  works   of  J.  J.  Rousseau.      That  write  j 
exclaimed  in  a  tone  of  triumph  :  "  We  must  believ  < 
then  that  Jesus  Christ  put  his  body  into  his  mouth  ?  " 
Let  Mr.  White  and  all  such,  be  assured  that  this  wa 
after  all  no  more  an  original  idea  of  Rousseau's  than  c  i 
his  own.     This  with  every  other  difficulty  and  conse 
quence  of  our  belief,  was  seen  ahd  solved  by  venerabl 
antiquity.     The  holy  fathers  weighed  all  these  thing 
before  God,  and  solved  them  by  recurring  to  the  Divin 
Omnipotence,  as  they  did  in  all  other  mysteries  of  reli 
gion.      St.    Augustin  saw   no  absurdity  in   the    con 
sequence   thus   objected.      He  has  the    very    words 
"  Jesus  Christ  held  himself  in  his  hands,  when  giving 
his  body  he  said  :  this  is  my  body,  since  he  then  helt 
that  same  body  in  his  own  hands."*    St.  John  Chrysos 
torn  says  to  the  same  effect :  "  He  drank  himself  of  hi 
own  blood. "t    In  fact,  the  body  which  Christ  gave  wa 
by  anticipation  his  glorified  body,  which  was  capabl* 
of  being  in  many  places  at  once,  and  had  other  qualitie 
which  our  bodies  will  also  possess  when  they  shall  hav» 
put  on  incorruption  and  immortality.     It  was  the  sam< 
body  as  to  the  matter,  but  different  as  to  the  manner 
and  hence  there  is  no  absurdity  in  the  consequence  tha 
Christ  held  his  body  in  his  hands. 

From  the  false  assumption  that  the  Apostles  coulc 
not  understand  the  words  in  a  corporeal  sense,  Mr.  W 
draws  a  consequence  equally  false.  It  is  not  true  t( 
say  that  St.  Paul  did  not  believe  the  real  presence ;  ht 
did  believe  it,  notwithstanding  Mr.  White's  might} 
proof,  from  St.  Paul's  calling  the  elements  bread  anc 
cup.  And  observe,  St.  Paul's  belief  no  way  follow; 
from  that  of  the  other  Apostles  ;  for  he  tells  us  tha 
what  he  taught  of  the  Eucharist,  he  had  learned  b\ 
express  revelation  from  Christ  himself:  u  1  hav< 
received  of  the  Lord,  that  which  also  I  delivered  tc 
you,"  &c.*  He  delivered  an  exact  account  of  th< 
institution  of  this  mystery  ;  and  what  he  says  of  the  us< 

*  St.  Aug.  in  Psalm  33.  f  Homil.  83  in  St.  Matt. 

t  1  Cor.  xi.  23. 
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rtid  effects  of  it,  evidently  proves  that  he  believed  in  the 

3al  presence  of  Christ's  true   body   and   blood.     He 

eclares  that  the  unworthy  receiver  is  guilty  of  the  body 

nd  blood  of  the  Lord.*     How  could  that  be,  if  the 

ody  and  blood  were  not  there  ?     He  requires  a  person 

>  prove  himself  before  he  receives,  lest  he  eat  and  drink 

i  is  own   damnation,   not  discerning  the   body   of  the 

.jord.t     How  could  a  man  be  guilty  of  not  discerning 

iiie  Lord's  body  if  it  were  not  there  present  ?     St.  Paul 

>ses  the  words  bread  and  cup,  it  is  true  ;   but  this  makes 

othing  against  his  belief  or  ours  in  the  real  presence. 

'up  merely  means  the  contents  of  the  cup,   be  they 

•  hat  they  may  ;  the  container  for  the  thing  contained, 

vy  a  very  common  figure  of  speech,  as  Mr.  White  knew 

ery  well.     The  Blessed  Sacrament  may  be  called  bread 

[or  many  reasons  :  1st,  —  because  it  is  consecrated  from 

iread.     2d,  —  because  it  still  retains  the  form  and  taste 

if  bread.     3d,  —  because  it  is  the  bread  or  food  of  the 

mill.     4th,  —  because  it  is  the  body  of  Him  who  is  the 

pile  bread  of  life,  our  daily  and  supersubstantial  bread. 

iut  it  may  still  continue  to  be  in  reality  the  true  body 

f  Christ  ;    and  therefore  St.  Paul's   words  prove  his 

elief  of  the  real  presence.     Mr.  White's  note,  telling- 

is  readers  that  Catholics  use  a  white  wafer  instead  of 

3mmon  bread,   in  order  to   remove  the  appearance  of 

read,  which  would  be  too  visible  an  argument  against 

leir  doctrine,  is  too   visibly   false  and   ridiculous   to 

<erit  serious  refutation.     He  knew  that  it  was  not  done 

>>r  any  such   reason  ;  and  he   would  find  it  difficult  to 

rove  that  a  white  wafer  looks  any  more  like  the  body 

f  Christ  than  common  bread. 

If  transubstantiation  were  invented  by  the  pope,  how 
omes  it  that  the  Greek  Church  teaches  it  ?     For  Mr. 


took  care  to  tell  us  long  ago,  that  the  Greeks 
ever  acknowledged  the  pope,  and  therefore  he  cannot 
uppose  that  they  would  adopt  his  inventions. 

We  have  shewn  that  the  Greeks  did  acknowledge 
he  pope  up  to  the  ninth  century  ;  and  if  Mr.  White 
leans  to  pretend  that  transubstantiation  is  of  later 

*  1  Cor,  xi.  27.  f  Ib.  v.  29. 
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introduction,  it  rests  with  him  to  shew  how  the  Gree 
Church  came  to  embrace  it ;  and  also  how  the  Ethic 
pians,  Armenians,  and  others,  should  profess  it,  wli 
separated  from  the  pope  much  earlier.  The  well-know 
fact  that  these  early  separatists  have  ever  believed  i 
transubstantiation,  invincibly  proves  that  it  is  n 
doctrine  invented  by  any  pope,  but  taught  from  tt 
beginning-  from  no  other  source  than  divine  revelatioi 
Mr.  White's  last  attack  is  the  most  dishonourabl< 
and  the  weakest  he  has  made  against  transubstantiatioi 
"  The  presence,"  he  says,  "  is  so  material,  that  if 
mouse  eats  up  part  of  the  consecrated  bread,  it  certain] 
eats  the  body  of  Christ,"  and  this  he  calls  "  our  mo 
irreverent  language."  Let  his  readers  be  well  assure* 
that  the  irreverence  is  all  his  own,  and  that  of  the  poc 
objectors  from  whom  he  has  copied  it.  No  Cathol 
ever  thought  so  irreverently  ;  it  is  an  old  objectic 
which  Mr.  White  has  seen  refuted  over  and  over  agaii 
in  all  our  books  of  divinity.  He  has  been  dishonourabi 
enough  to  bring  forth  the  objection  and  suppress  tt 
answer  ;  to  charge  us  with  the  irreverent  language  < 
our  opponents,  and  to  withhold  our  own  reply. 
"  See,"  said  St.  Augustin,  "by  what  arguments  huma 
weakness  seeks  to  contradict  divine  omnipotence. 
u  We  should  not  believe  in  Christ  himself,  if  we  wei 
to  be  moved  by  the  scoffs  of  Paganism."  We  answe 
then,  to  all  such  objectors  :  u  You  err,  not  knowing  th 
Scriptures,  nor  the  power  of  God:"*  we  deny  that  th 
body  of  Christ  in  the  Blessed  Sacrament  can  suffer  an 
indignity,  such  as  being  devoured  by  mice,  or  turned  t 
corruption.  It  was  liable  to  these  things  while  in 
state  of  mortality  ;  but  being  now  risen  from  the  dea< 
it  cannot  suffer  any  more  ;  it  is  in  a  glorified  stati 
impassible  and  incorruptible.  Hence,  no  kind  of  indif 
nity  affects  the  body  of  Christ  in  the  Eucharist,  bi 
only  falls  upon  the  species  or  outward  accidents,  undt 
which  it  is  concealed.  Thus  vanish  all  Mr.  White 
groundless  assertions  about  the  Catholic  belief  in  trai 
substantiation. 

*  St  Matt,  xxii,  29. 
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The    next    point    of   our    Faith    which  Mr.  White 
ittacks    is    Purgatory      His    larger    work   says   little 
bout  it.     He  has  a   flourish   about  those  five  sacra- 
nents  which  the  Catholic  Church  has  ever  held  from 
he  beginning,  and   which  Protestants    have   rejected, 
jid  he  amuses  himself  with  calling  them  Roman  sacra- 
nents.     Unluckily  for  Mr.  White's  witty  designation, 
t  is  well  known  to  him  that  they  are  not  Roman  sacra- 
nents  alone,  but  held  now,  as  they  ever  have  been,  by 
the  Greeks,  Armenians,  Ethiopians,  and  Coptic  Chris- 
ians  ;  and  this  puts  an  end  at  once  to  his  attempt  to  call 
rfhem,  in  derision,  Roman  sacraments.     The  "  Preserva- 
tive," as  usual,  first  gives  an  erroneous  account  of  the 
Catholic  doctrine  of  purgatory,  and  then  derides  it. 

Catholics  are  taught,  if  we  are  to  take  Mr  White's 
Account,  that  the  pope  has  the  power  to  relieve  or  re- 
ease  the  souls  in  purgatory,  by  means  of  indulgences.* 
He  calls  purgatory  "  the  offspring  of  Roman  Catholic 
tradition;"  and  says  that  "tradition  alone  must  have 
bieen  brought  to  the  aid  of  purgatory."     Also  that  the 
dea  of  purgatory  was  first  produced  by  the  notion  that 
>ain  and  suffering  have  the  power  of  pleasing  God. — 
•Vould  it  not  have  been  far  more  creditable  in  Mr. 
SVhite  to  state  our  doctrine  fairly,  and  then   oppose  it 
"vith  honourable  arguments  ?     There  is  some  excuse  foi 
'•heir  mis-stating  our  doctrines,  who  have  never  hearc 
I'hem  but  from  prejudiced  and  illiberal  reporters;   bu 
r>'e  can  find  nothing  to  extenuate  misrepresentation  int 
:>ian,  whose  profession  obliged  him  to  know  them  th^ 
•oughly.     Our  belief  concerning  purgatory  is  simpk 
hi-:  "That  there  is  a  purgatory:  and  that  the  souls 
'herein    detained  are   helped  by  the  suffrages  of  the 
I  aithful."     The  belief  is  not  the  offspring  of  tradition 
lone:  we  find  it  asserted  even  in  the  Old  Testament 
f:hat  it  is  "a  wholesome  thought  to  pray  for  the  dead, 
l  hat  they  may  be  loosed  from  sins,"  2  Macch.  ch.  xii. — 
nd  though  Protestants  reject  the  books  of  Macchabees, 
>erhaps  on  this  very  account,  they  are  still  obliged  to 
dmit,  that  this  passage   proves,   that   the  Jews  were 

*  Preservative,  page  68. 
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accustomed  to  offer  sacrifices  and  prayers  for  the  dead  , 
and  that  Judas  Macchabeus,  of  the  priestly  race,  woul< ! 
not  have  ordered  such  sacrifices,  if  it  had  not  been  j 
received  doctrine  that  they  were  beneficial  to  the  de 
parted.  In  St.  Matt.  ch.  xii.  our  Saviour  speaks  of  ji 
sin  which  shall  not  be  forgiven  in  this  world,  nor  in  th< 
next.  This  clearly  indicates  that  some  sins  are  forgivei 
in  the  next  world  ;  and  if  so,  there  must  be  a  purgatory 
In  St.  Matt.  ch.  v.  and  St.  Luke,  ch.  xii.  mention  i 
made  of  a  prison  whence  there  shall  be  no  deliverance 
till  the  prisoner  has  paid  the  last  farthing.  This  prisoi 
Tertullian  and  others  understood  to  be  purgatory  ;  an< 
the  well  known  passage  (1  Cor.  ch.  iii.)  where  it  is  pro 
raised  that  a  man  "  shall  be  saved,  yet  so  as  by  fire,' 
has  been  understood  of  purgatory  by  St.  Augustih,  St 
Ambrose,  St  Jerome,  and  many  other  venerable  autho 
rities.  Purgatory  is  also  proved  by  reason  itself.  Goc 
is  infinitely  just,  and  must  render  to  each  according  t( 
his  works.  Now  as  some  men  die  in  mortal  sins,  then 
is  hell  to  punish  them ;  as  some  few  die  without  an; 
sin,  there  is  heaven  for  their  immediate  reward  ;  but  a 
others  die  in  small  sins  or  under  the  guilt  of  neglectei 
satisfactions,  there  must  be  a  middle  place  of  punish- 
ment for  a  time,  for  such  souls.  They  are  too  good  t( 
>e  condemned  to  hell,  and  yet  too  defiled  to  ente: 
icaven.  The  middle  place  in  which  they  must  b< 
mrified,  we  call  purgatory.  Hence  Mr.  White  has  no 
^uly  said  that  "Tradition  alone  must  have  beei 
brought  to  the  aid  of  purgatory."  But  if  it  reste( 
Jolely  on  tradition,  that  tradition  which  supports  it  iv 
of  too  venerable  antiquity  to  be  overlooked  by  any  con 
sistent  mind.  Luther  and  Calvin,  who  "founded  Mr 
White's  Church,"  both  acknowledged  that  it  was  th( 
common  doctrine  of  the  Fathers.*  We  need  only  add 
that  Tertullian  mentions  the  custom  of  praying  for  tht 
dead  as  an  ancient  usage^  even  in  his  time,  that  is,  in  tht 
third  century.  St.  Cyprian,  St.  Ambrose,  and  also  tht 


*  Luther  in  Genesim,  T.  6.  Edit.  Wittemb.   page  100.     Calvin 
Instit.  L.  3,  cap.  5,  No.  10. 
t  Lib.  de  Exhort.  Castit.  c.  2,  et  de  Corona  Mil.  c.  3  et  4. 
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rreek  Fathers,  as  St.  Epiphanius,  St.  Chrysostom,  and 

•numerable  other  authorities,  bear  testimony  to  it. 

As  to  the  assertion  that  purgatory  is  grounded  on  the 

Dtion  of  pain  and  suffering  being  pleasing  to  God,  it 

ily  need  be  observed,  that  if  suffering  inflicted  for  sin 

is  not  the  power  of  turning  away  the  anger  of  God  and 

•ocuring    his   pardon    and  favour,  Mr.  White  must 

tow  how  it  was  that  Achab's  punishment  was  averted, 

•hen  he  humbled  himself  in  sackcloth  and  fasting  ;  why 

.<e  Ninivites  were  spared,  when  they  did  penance  in 

i  sting  and  suffering;  and  howy  if  voluntary  austerities 

re  not  pleasing  to  God,  St.  John  the  Baptist  made  so 

•  -ievous  a  mistake  as  to  lead  such  an  austere  and  peni- 

;ntial  life  in  the  desert.     But  it   is  very  natural  for 

•ose  to  preach  against  voluntary  suffering  who  have 

>  relish  for  it  ! 

But  Mr.  White  says  we  are  taught,  that  the  pope  can 

^relieve  or  release  the  souls  in  purgatory  by  means  of 

iidulgences."     If  by  this  he  means  to  insinuate  that  the 

<»>pe  claims  jurisdiction  in  the  other   world,  and  can 

ilieve  or  release  souls  in  purgatory   at  pleasure,  he 

*iows  that  Catholics  never  held  such  a  belief.     They 

^lieve    that    indulgences    only    profit    the    souls    in 

irgatory  in  the  way  of  suffrage,  that  is,  in  much  the 

<  me  way  as  prayers  and  other  good  works  performed 

pd  offered  for  the  benefit  of  those  souls ;  and  hence 

(v  do  not  consider  that  any  such  indulgence,  granted 

en  by  the  pope,  is  infallible  in  its  effect,  but  that  it 

'ways  depends  upon  the    free  acceptance    of   God's 

ercy.     Mr.  White's  derision  of  Purgatory  is  beneath 

otice.     The  wisest  of  men  has  said:  he  that  teacheth  a 

orner^  doth  an  injury  to  himself:  and  he  that  rebuketh 

wicked  man,  getteth  himself  a  blot.* 

The  next  subject  with  Mr.  White  is,  naturally,  "In- 

ulgences."     It  is  a  bad  way  of  reasoning,  to  argue 

om  the  particular  abuse  of  any  practice,  against  its 

)neral    utility  ;    and  we   are  sorry,  though  not  sur- 

•ised,  to  find  Mr.  White  falling  in  with  former  revilers 

'the  Catholic  Church,  and  grounding  his  chief  argu- 

*  Proverbs,  ix.  7. 
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ments  against  indulgences  upon  certain  allege 
abuses  of  them.  He  treats  us  to  a  strange  accoui 
in  his  "Evidence"  of  the  sale  of  indulgences  i 
Spain,  and  the  profits  of  them  being  divided  betwee 
the  pope  and  the  king,  and  so  forth.  In  his  "  Pr< 
servative,"  he  tells  us  that  the  pope  has  the  key  of  a 
infinite  treasure  of  merits,  by  which,  if  a  man  had  bee 
condemned  to  lie  in  purgatory  millions  of  years,  1 
could  send  him  at  once  to  heaven  by  a  plenary  indu 
gence!  And  he  absolutely  asserts  that  his  reader  hi 
only  to  look  into  our  Laity's  Directory,  and  he  wi 
find  the  appointed  days,  when  any  one  of  us  u  is  en 
powered  by  the  pope  to  liberate  one  soul  out  of  purgs 
tory  by  means  of  a  plenary  indulgence."  How  foul  an 
monstrous  are  such  assertions,  in  the  mouth  of  a  ma 
ordained  a  Catholic  Priest!  So  far  from  every  indiv 
dual  being  empowered  to  release  a  soul,  we  do  nc 
believe  that  all  the  Catholics  on  earth,  pope  and  al 
have  any  direct  power  to  release  a  suffering  soul,  b 
any  indulgence,  or  any  number  of  indulgences  ;  bi 
only  that  we  can,  as  above  explained,  apply  certain  ir 
dulgences  for  their  intention,  in  the  way  of  suffrage 
devoutly  hoping  that  God,  in  his  mercy,  will  be  move 
to  accept  such  suffrages  for  their  relief,  as  far  as  it  sha 
be  his  blessed  will.  Mr.  White's  readers  might  loo 
through  our  Directories  a  long  time  before  they  woul 
find  a  word  about  releasing  souls  by  indulgences.  ] 
they  were  invented,  as  Mr.  White  insinuates,  for  th 
profit  of  the  pope,  how  came  the  Greeks  to  hold  then 
as  they  undoubtedly  do,  and  ever  have  done  ?*  It  he 
been  already  stated,  that  we  do  not  believe  the  pope  t 
have  any  jurisdiction  over  purgatory,  and  therefore  th 
idea  of  his  enabling  a  soul  to  fly  to  heaven  by  a  plenar 
indulgence,  is  widely  removed  from  our  doctrine,  whic 
only  teaches  that  indulgences  may  profit  the  dead  in  th 
way  of  suffrage,  offering  to  God  in  their  behalf,  the  infi 
nite  merits  of  his  divine  Son,  and  those  of  his  saint 
through  Him.  As  to  the  sale  of  indulgences  and  othe 
abuses,  the  council  of  Trent  expressly  urges,  that  al 

*  See  Perpetuite  de  la  Foi,  tome  hi,  page  724. 
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uch  profanations  be  remedied  and  abolished,  and  com- 
lands  all  bishops  diligently  to  correct  them  in  their 
Jtive  churches.    On  this  subject  the  venerable  Dr. 
Milner  thus  expresses  himself:  ••  I  am  far  from  denying 
hat  indulgences  have  ever  been  sold  : — alas  !  what  is 
o  sacred,  that  the  avarice  of  man  has  not  put  up  to  sale  ! 
Christ  himself  was  sold,  and  that  by  an  Apostle,  for 
hirty  pieces  of  silver.     I  do  not  retort  upon  you  the 
"dvertisements  I  frequently  see  in  the  newspapers,  about 
uying  and  selling  benefices,  with  the  cure  of  souls  an- 
i-exed  to  them,  in  your  Church ;  but  this  I  do  contend 
131*5  that  the  Catholic  Church,  so  far  from  sanctioning 
;his  detestable  simony,  has  used  her  utmost  pains,  parti- 
cularly in  the  general  councils  of  Lateran,  Lyons,  Vi- 
mne,  and  Trent,  to  prevent  it."  * 

Setting  out,  as  usual,  with  a  false  assertion, — that  the 
ibject  of  the  Catholic  Church  is  "  to  deprive  men  both 
if  their  understanding  and  their  will,  and  make  them 
lind  tools  of  her  own,"  Mr.  White  next  speaks  of  Con- 
*.ssion.     He  misrepresents    its  nature  and  effects,  and 
•  if  course  its  origin.     He  says,  erroneously  and  insult- 
ingly, "  the  Romanist  Church  makes  the  confession  of 
very  sin,  by   thought,  word,  and  deed,   necessary   to 
fcccive  absolution  from  a  priest.*'     This  he  knew  to  be 
wrong  assertion  in  two  respects,  for  first,  We  are  not 
Obliged  to  confess  any  sins  which  are  not  mortal ;  and 
econdly,  We  are  only  obliged  to  confess  such  as  we 
can   remember  after  a  diligent  examination  ;  whereas 
!Wlr.  White's  proposition  would  mean,  that  we  could  not 
;ne  absolved  unless  we  confessed  all  our  sins,  and  would 
eave  no  hope  of  forgiveness  for  those  we  have  forgotten. 
V\  believe  that  sins  inculpably  forgotten  are  forgiven 
s    well  as  those  confessed.     Mr.  White  next  declares 
i'hat  confession   "  has   changed  the   repentance  of  the 
gospel,  into  a  ceremony  which  silences  remorse  at  the 
light  expense  of  a  doubtful,  temporary  sorrow."     Mr. 
WVhite  knows,  on  the  contrary,  that  we   only  believe 
;  onfession  profitable,  as  far  as  it  is  joined  to  a  true  con- 
rition  or  repentance  for  sin,  accompanied  with  a  firm 

End  of  Relisdous  Controversy."    Letter  43. 
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resolution  to  sin  no  more,  and  to  make  satisfaction  t 
God  and  our  neighbour.  As  confession  is  difficult  an* 
humiliating,  a  sinner  will  seldom  be  brought  to  it 
unless  he  has  already  conceived  some  sentiments  o 
repentance,  and  desire  to  be  reconciled  to  God ;  and 
so  far  from  confession  "  changing  the  repentance  of  th 
gospel,"  we  uniformly  find  that  those  who  are  aban 
doned  to  vice,  desert  the  tribunal  of  confession,  whil 
those  who  are  moved  to  repentance  always  return  t« 
it.  Many  Protestants  have  wished  for  the  re-establish 
ment  of  confession,  and  have  admitted  the  depravity  o 
morals  which  followed  from  its  abolition  among  them 
a  proof  that  they  did  not  consider  it  as  "  changing  th< 
repentance  of  the  gospel." 

Having  thus  misrepresented  the  nature  of  confession 
it  was  to  be  expected  that  Mr.  White  would  be  equalb 
unsparing  as  to  its  effects.  Accordingly,  we  find  hin 
affecting  indignation  at  what  he  terms  "  the  paltry  plea ' 
that  confession  often  causes  restitution  of  ill-gottei 
goods.  "  The  truth  is,"  he  adds,  "  that  restitution  is 
not  a  whit  more  probable  among  Roman  Catholics,' 
than  other  Christians  :  and  he  splendidly  confirms  this 
by  saying,  that  in  the  course  of  fifteen  years  that  he  ha* 
lived  in  England,  he  has  known  one  restitution  by  f 
poor  person  of  a  sum  of  money,  without  confession 
To  this  we  might  answer,  that  where  confession  is  ir 
use,  theft  is  less  likely  to  prevail,  and  restitutions  arc 
not  so  often  to  be  made  :  but  we  are  content  witl 
observing,  that  Catholics  have  all  the  motives  to  urge 
them  to  make  restitution  which  others  have,  such  as 
repentance,  remorse,  and  the  like  ;  and  in  addition  tc 
them,  they  have  the  serious  remonstrances  and  exhorta- 
tions of  every  confessor  who  does  his  duty,  as  also  the 
delay  or  refusal  of  absolution  in  cases  of  neglect  or 
unwillingness  on  the  part  of  the  sinner  to  restore. 
Where  then  is  the  greater  probability  of  restitution 
being  duly  made  ?  In  the  one  case,  the  sinner  has  no 
human  being  to  admonish  him,  but  is  left  to  his  own 
conscience  ;  in  the  other,  besides  his  conscience,  he  has 
the  exhortations  and  threats  of  his  Church  to  urge  him 
to  his  duty  still  more  powerfully.  An  instance  was  pub- 
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-lisbed  in  the  newspapers  not  very  long  ago,  of  a  gentle- 
man in  London  receiving  a  box  of  valuable  jewellery 
from  Italy,  restored  to  him,  through  the  hands  of  a  priest, 
jy  a  servant  maid  who  had  robbed  him  of  it  in  England  ; 
ind  this  was  effected  by  the  ministry  of  confession.    There 
i -.s  no  Catholic  confessor  who  could  not  furnish  *many 
nstances  of  restitutions  which  he  has  known,  and  been 
instrumental  in  procuring;  but  it  will  readily  be  con- 
ceived that  there  are  many  imperious  reasons  which 
ftbrbid  the  disclosure  of  such  examples.     Mr.  White, 
luowever,  makes  a  curious  confession  himself.     He  says 
hie  can  assure  his  readers  as  penitent,  as  well  as  confessor, 
hat  u  confession  is  exceedingly  injurious  to  purity  of 
Mnind."     This  is  rather  an  awkward  acknowledgment, 
or  a  man  who  was  very  anxious  in  his  first  Dialogue,  to 
lave  it  believed  that  he  had  been  so  innocent  before  he 
ell  into  infidelity  :  it  leads  us  to  suspect  that  he  was 
lot  remarkably  correct  in  his  duty,  either  as  penitent  or 
Confessor ;  and  if  so,  it  is  no  wonder  if  the  laver  of  grace 
ind  regeneration  should  have  proved  to  him  a  source  of 
lefilement  :  what  can  be  made  clean  by  the  unclean  ?  and 
ohat  truth  can  come  from  that  which  is  false  ?* 

But  now  comes  a  graver  charge :  u  a  confessor  can 
>romote  even  treason  with  safety,  in  the  secresy  which 
protects  his  office."  How  so,  Mr.  Blanco  White  ?  If 
Ihe  confessor  endeavours  to  excite  his  penitents  to 
reason,  surely  they  can  denounce  him  to  the  civil 
>owers  ;  and  he  must  be  very  stupid  if  he  thinks  himself 
iecure  by  virtue  of  the  secresy  of  his  office.  He  is  quite 
s  liable  to  punishment  in  such  a  case  as  any  other  pro- 
noter  of  treason,  and  he  would  more  richly  deserve  it, 
or  having  impiously  profaned  his  sacred  ministry.  But 
if  it  is  here  insinuated  that  a  confessor  can  promote 
ireason  in  which  the  penitent  confesses  himself  impli- 
.ated,  this  is  more  improbable  than  the  other  case ;  for 
.  penitent  concerned  in  treason  would  not  be  likely  to 
>resent  himself  at  the  confessional  ;  or  if  he  did,  he 
^vould  not  confess  his  treason,  if  he  had  not  resolved  to 
•enounce  it ;  for  Mr.  White  knows  perfectly  well  that 

*  Ecclesiasticus,  xxxiv,  4. 
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no  man  implicated  in  treason  could  be  absolved  by 
conscientious  priest,  but  would  be  earnestly  exhorted  b 
every  means  to  renounce  such  iniquity,  and  to  gi\ 
information  to  the  proper  authorities.  For  the  res 
there  is  nothing  so  holy  that  men  will  not  abuse  ;  an 
whatever  abuses  Mr.  White's  confessional  practice  ma 
have  brought  to  his  knowledge,  they  cannot  justly  b 
urged  against  the  real  good  of  the  institution,  nor  weig 
a  feather  against  its  manifest  and  acknowledged  utilih 
Now  to  attend  to  Mr.  White's  account  of  its  origin 
he  puts  this  speech  for  the  reader  in  his  Dialogue  :  " 
cannot  help  wondering  how  the  Church  of  Rome  coul 
persuade  men  to  submit  to  such  a  revolting  and  dar 
gerous  practice  as  that  of  confession."  It  would  cei 
tainly  be  matter  for  wonder  if  the  Church  of  Rome  coul 
have  persuaded  men  to  submit  to  confession.  Tlu 
mankind  have  in  every  age  submitted  to  it,  is  a  soli 
proof  that  it  is  no  invention  of  Rome.  Confession  is  to 
painful  and  humiliating  for  any  human  authority  t 
have  been  able  to  establish  it  in  every  age  and  natior 
as  we  know  it  to  have  been  established  ;  and  we  than 
Mr.  Blanco  White  for  thus  unintentionally  reminc 
ing  us  of  one  very  powerful  proof  of  its  being  c 
divine  institution.  It  is  a  strong  argument  of  th 
truth  of  Christianity,  that,  opposed  as  it  is  to  huma 
passions,  it  was  firmly  established  on  the  wrec 
of  Paganism  ;  and  it  is  a  powerful  proof  of  the  divin 
institution  of  confession,  that  it  has  been  in  every  ag 
observed  by  the  great  majority  of  the  Christian  work 
It  will  be  well,  however,  to  remind  Mr.  White  agair 
that  if,  as  he  would  have  it,  confession  was  impose 
upon  the  world  by  the  Church  of  Rome,  he  must  tel 
us  how  it  comes  that  the  Greeks,  the  Jacobites,  th 
Nestorians,  and  Armenians,  have  ever  retained  th 
practice  of  sacramental  confession,  as  well  as  Catholics: 
These  sects  separated  from  the  communion  of  Rom 
twelve  hundred  years  ago ;  and  therefore  confessio. 
must  have  been  the  usage  of  the  universal  Church  a 
that  time ;  and  then  what  becomes  of  Mr.  White's  at 
tempts  to  shew  that  Rome  invented  it  in  the  ignoranc 
of  the  dark  ages  ? 
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But  confession  did  not  grow  up  gradually  with  what 
Ir.  W.  opprobriously  terms  the  "Romanist  system." 
n   the  second   century,   Origen   speaks   of  confession 
mde  to  the  priest.*     In  the  third,  St.  Cyprian  speaks 
>»f  secret  sins  confessed  to  the  priests,  and  of  remission 
ranted  by  them.t     St.  Ireneus,  Tertullian,  and  others 
?stify  to  the  practice  of  secret  confession  to  the  mi- 
•s  of  the  Church.     And  though  Mr.  White  pre- 
?nds  that  there  is  nothing  in  Scripture  to  support  the 
•  ractice,  we  can  shew  him  that  it  is  solidly  grounded 
ijpon   Scripture.     In  St.  Matt,   xviii,  18,  our  Saviour 
ssured  his  Apostles  that  whatsover  they  should   bind 
•ir  loose  upon  earth,  should  be  bound  or  loosed  also  in 
neaven.     In   St.  John,  xx,  22,  he  gave  them  the  Holy 
"spirit,  and  declared  that  whose  sins  they  should  for- 
give, should  be  forgiven;  and  whose  sins  they  should 
etain,  should  be  retained.     Now,  how  could  the  Apos- 
J«es  exercise  this  power,  unless  they  knew  what  the  sins 
vere  which  they  were  to  forgive  or  retain  ?     And  how 
iould  they  come  to  this  knowledge,  except  by  the  con- 
» ?ssion  of  those  who  had  committed  them  ?     The  power 
granted  by  Christ  was  clearly  a  judiciary  power,  which 
•ould  only  be  exercised  with  full  knowledge  of  the 
.nuse  ;  and  such  knowledge  could  only  be  obtained  by 
Me  criminal's  own  confession.    And  thus  the  obligation 
tf  confession  is  clearly  founded  upon  the  Scriptures,  no 
»ss  than  on  the  uninterrupted  tradition  of  the  Catholic 
hurch,  in  every  age  from  the  Apostles. 
Protestants  have  often  repented  of  the  abolition  of 
onfession,  and  earnestly  desired  its  re-establishment, 
'his  can  never  be  among  those  who  have  been  taught 
lat  sacramental  confession  was  not  instituted  by  the 
ivine  Founder  of  Christianity.     They  will  no  more 
ibmit  to  such  a  yoke,  than  the  first  Christians  would 
ave  done,  if  they  had  not  believed  it  of  divine  appoint- 
icnt. 

It    is  a  curious  fact,  that   Mr.   White's  difficulties 
)out  confession  were  very  ably  treated  by  a  celebrated 

*  Origen,  Horn.  2,  in  Levit.  n.  4.     Item  Horn.  2  in  Ps.  xxxvii,  19 
f  De  Lapsis,  p.  190—191. 
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royal  theologian,  no  less  a  personage  than  King  Hen 
VIII.  who  wrote  as  follows,  in  his  "  Defence  of  t 
Seven  Sacraments,  against  Luther.*' — "  But  as  to  co 
fession,  if  not  a  word  was  said  or  read  in  figure, 
spoken  by  the  Holy  Fathers ;  yet  when  I  see  eve 
one  for  so  many  centures  confessing  his  sins  to  t 
priests,  when  from  that  very  practice  I  behold 
much  good  come,  and  no  evil,  I  can  neither  belie 
nor  think  but  that  the  practice  was  appointed  a 
preserved,  not  by  any  human  counsel,  but  by  divi 
command.  For  neither  could  the  people  have  be 
ever  brought,  by  any  human  authority,  to  pour  out 
the  ear  of  another,  who  could  divulge  them  if  he  please 
their  most  secret  sins,  of  which  their  conscience  ga 
them  a  horror,  and  which  it  was  so  much  their  inter* 
to  conceal,  with  so  much  confusion,  and  yet  so  readil; 
nor  could  it  happen,  that  whereas  so  many  priests,  go 
and  bad,  are  promiscuously  employed  in  hearing  co 
fessions,  even  those  should  keep  them  secret  who  ke 
nothing  else ;  unless  God,  who  instituted  this  sacr 
ment,  protected  by  a  special  grace  so  salutary  an  ins 
tution.  I  am  persuaded,  therefore,  whatever  Luth 
may  say,  that  confession  comes  not  from  any  popul 
custom  or  institution  of  the  Fathers,  but  owes  its  est 
blishment  and  preservation  to  God  himself."  Th 
wrote  our  royal  "  Defender  of  the  Faith,"  against  t 
patriarch  of  the  Reformation. 

From  confession,  Mr.  White,  after  a  sentence  or  t\ 
about  the  unscriptural  encroachments  of  Romanis 
passes  on  to  the  subject  of  Relics  and  Images.  He  th 
questions  his  reader  : — "  Did  you  ever  find  mention 
relics  in  the  bible  ?"  The  reader  is  made  to  answer- 
"Certainly  not."  We  suppose,  then,  that  the  obsequio 
reader  never  looked  into  the  fourth,  or  as  it  is  called 
the  Protestant  translation,  the  second  book  of  King 
ch.  xiii,  v.  21,  where  it  is  mentioned  that  a  dead  boc 
was  raised  to  life  by  having  touched  the  bones  of  tl 
Prophet  Eliseus,  or  Elisha  ;  and  that  he  never  saw, 
the  second  chapter  of  the  same  book,  that  the  same  Pr 
phet  had  used  a  relic,  namely,  the  cloak  of  Elias  < 
Elijah,  to  divide  the  waters  of  the  Jordan.  He  nev< 
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>ad,  we  presume,  the  19th  chapter  of  the  Acts,  where 

is  stated  that  diseases  and  wicked  spirits  were  driven 

at  by  the  application  of  handkerchiefs  and  aprons  from 

le  body  of  St .  Paul.    Who  can  say,  with  these  passages 

e  him,  that  the  bible  never  mentions  relics  ? 
Mr.  White  next  amuses  his  reader  with  assuring-  him 
tat  Rome  has  long  "  carried  on  a  trade  in  bones,"  and 
•counting  numerous  abuses  and  impostures,  with  false 
&c.  as  also  with  various  images,  pictures,  and  the 
ke,  which  he  winds  up  with  this  sweeping  conclusion  : 
This  I  can  assure  you,  before  the  whole  world,  that 
hoever  submits  entirely  to  the  guidance  of  Rome,  must 
3come  a  weak  superstitious  being,  unless  his  natural 
>mper  should  dispose  him  to  join  with  superstition  the 
olence  and  persecuting  spirit  of  the  bitterest  bigotry.*' 
We  shall  not  trouble  ourselves  to  examine  the  truth 
-  falsehood  of  Mr.White's  pretty  stories  ;  but  we  must 
.y,  that  the  gross  and  multiplied  misrepresentations  in 
hich  he  has  been  already  detected,  afford  a  strong  pre- 
emption against  his  accuracy  in  such  reports  as  these. 
?all  the  abuses  exist  which  he  enumerates,  and  if  many 
•ore  exist,  they  are  still  abuses  :  and  till  it  can  be  shewn 
lat  our  Church  gives  countenance  to  them,  they  will 
ake  nothing  against  the  veneration  of  relics  and  images, 
roperly  understood  and  practised.    If  Mr.  White  means 
»  assert  that  relics  are  not  to  be  held  in  a  proper  degree 
:*  veneration,  the  evidence  of  scripture,  of  all  tradition, 
ad  of  the  holy  fathers,  is  against  him  ;  and  St.  Jerome 
;ill  condemn  him  in  the  remarkable  language  he  used 
gainst  Vigilantius :  "  The  Pope  then  does  wrong  when 
3  offers  sacrifice  to  the  Lord  over  what  we  account  the 
3nerable  bones,  but  what  you  call  the  vile  dust  of  the 
3ad  men,  Peter  and  Paul,  and  considers  their  tombs  as 
le  altars  of  Christ  ? — Oh,  impious  assertion,  to  be  de- 
ounced  to  the  ends  of  the  earth  !"*    The  Pastors  of  the 
atholic  Church  have  always  watched  with  the  greatest 
lire  to  prevent  and  correct  every  kind  of  abuse  in  the  ve- 
3ration  of  relics  and  holy  images.  The  use  of  them  is  not 
?obligation  upon  any  Catholic  ;  yet  we  are  unsparingly 

*  S.  Hieron,  adv.  Vigil. 
E 
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reproached,  as  if  we  placed  our  hopes  of  salvation 
the  possession  of  them.  We  cannot  better  conclude  th 
in  the  feeling-  language  of  the  late  pious  and  learn 
Dr.  Milner  on  this  subject — "  It  is  a  point  agreed  up< 
among  Catholic  doctors  and  divines,  that  the  memoris 
of  religion  form  no  essential  part  of  it.  Hence,  if  y< 
should  become  a  Catholic,  as  I  pray  God  you  may, 
shall  never  ask  you,  if  you  have  a  pious  picture  or  rel 
or  so  much  as  a  crucifix  in  your  possession  ;  but  then, 
trust,  after  the  declarations  I  have  made,  that  you  w 
not  account  me  an  idolater,  should  you  see  such  thin 
in  my  oratory  or  study ;  or  should  you  observe  he 
tenacious  I  am  of  my  crucifix  in  particular.  Your  fai 
and  devotion  may  not  stand  in  need  of  such  memorial 
but  mine,  alas!  do.  I  am  too  apt  to  forget  what  n 
Saviour  has  done  and  suffered  for  me;  but  the  sight 
his  representation  often  brings  this  to  my  memory,  ai 
affects  my  sentiments.  Hence,  I  would  rather  pa 
with  most  of  the  books  in  my  library  than  with  t] 
figure  of  my  crucified  Lord." — End  of  Religious  Co 
trovers?/)  Letter  24. 


CHAPTER    IV. 


Treat  not  with  a  man  without  religion  concerning'  holiness. 

ECCLESIASTICUS,  xxxvii.  v.  12. 


!ITE*S     ABSURD     CARICATURE     OF     CATHOLIC     PRACTICES — TRUE 

iXG      OF     SUPERSTITION—  HIS      MISREPRESENTATION      OF     THE 

;K    OF    REPENTANCE    AND    OF     FASTING — HIS    INSIDIOUS     ATTACK 

THE    ROMAN     BREVIARY — ITS     REAL     TENDENCY     THE     OPPOSITE 

TO   THAT   CHARGED   UPON    IT   BY    MR.   WHITE — HIS  FALSE    ACCOUNT    OF 

OUR     DOCTRINE     RESPECTING     GOOD    WORKS — OUR    DOCTRINE     TRULY 

STATED — PRESUMPTION      OF      LUTHER — DEFENCE     OF     CELIBACY     ANB 

RELIGIOUS    VOWS. — CONCLUSION. 

Mr.  White  having  advanced,  in  the  conclusion  of  his 
ihird  Dialogue,  that  every  Catholic  "  must  become  a 
*?eak,  superstitious  being,"  if  not  a  violent  and  bigotted 
persecutor,  proceeds  in  the  beginning  of  the  fourth 
'O  attempt  some  proof  of  his  assertion.  For  this 
purpose  he  collects  a  number  of  pious  practices  of 
Catholics,  and  some  which  probably  no  Catholic  ever 
nought  of;  and  mixes  them  up  in  one  monstrous 
Caricature  of  a  "Romanist  retiring  to  bed  at  night." 
He  falsely  asserts  that  the  Catholic  Church  encourages 
u  superstitious  state  of  mind  similar  to  that  which  makes 
oeople  afraid  of  witches,  charms,  omens,  and  such 
things  ;  and  we  must  say,  that  if  Mr.  White's  account 
'>f  Catholic  practices  were  any  thing  like  truth,  there 
would  be  some  ground  for  the  assertion.  But  what  are 
ihe  practices  he  describes,  and  what  does  he  wish  his 
•eader  to  infer?  We  cannot  afford  space  for  a  copy 
af  hispicture,  though  it  would  be  highly  amusing  to  a 
Uatholic  to  see  how  Mr.  White  has  ridiculously  worked 
t  up.  These,  however,  are  the  leading  features  :  the 
Romanist  lights  up  two  candles  near  his  crucifix,  beats 
lis  breast  till  it  rings  again — takes  a  skull  out  of  a 
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cupboard   and    kisses   it !    gives   himself  a   disciplin  i 
mutters  several   prayers,  turning  to  every   picture 
his  room,  sprinkles  the  bed  and  room  with  holy  vvat  j 
to  keep  off  the  devil,  and  to  wash  away  his  own  veni  j 
sins,  which,  according  to  Mr.  White,   holy  water  h  i 
the  power  of  clearing  away  :    tken  he  has  an  Agn  \ 
Dei  made  in  a  mould,  says  Mr.  White,  "  not  unlike 
large  butter-pat ;"  what  he  does  with  this,  Mr   Whi  i 
omits  to  tell  us,  but  he  says  that  every  kiss  impresse 
upon   it  strikes  off  the  amount  of  fifty  or  a  hundn 
days  from  the  debt  he  has  to  pay  in  purgatory.     The 
he  feels  for  his  rosary  and  scapular  about  his  neck,  sa 
a  prayer  to  his  good  angel,  and  makes  the  sign  of  tl 
cross  the  last  thing.     These  are  some  of  the  strokes  r 
Mr.  White's  laboured  caricature  ;  upon  which  we  sha 
briefly  remark  :  First — That  many  of  the  practices  me 
be  done  with  a  proper  attention,   and  assist  a  perse 
to  retire  to  rest  in  a  Christian   manner;  particular 
begging  the  prayers  and   protection  of  our  guardia 
angel,  and  the  holy  sign  of  the  cross,  which  has  been  i 
use  from  the  very  days  of  the  Apostles.   Secondly — Ths 
the  use  of  holy  water  is  very  ancient  in  the  Church,  i 
a  means  of  drawing  down  a  blessing  of  God,  which  w 
hope  to  obtain  through  the  prayers  which  the  Churc 
has  appointed  to  be  used  in  blessing  it ;  but  that  we  d 
not  believe,  as   Mr.  White  falsely   asserts,  that   hoi 
water  has  any  power  in   itself,  or  spiritual   virtue  t 
wash  away  even  venial  sins.     Thirdly — That  no  piot 
Catholic    considers    that    any  outward   ceremonies   o 
practices  can  avail  him,  without  true  repentance  for  hi 
sins,  without  faith,  hope,  charity,  and  careful  keepin 
of  all  the  commandments  ;  so  that  he  will  not  neglec 
prayer,    self  examination,     meditation    and    spiritua 
reading,  which  Mr.  White  takes  care  not  to  mention 
and  that  if  to  these  he  joins  outward  mortifications  o 
ceremonies,  they  are  only  adopted  as  helps  to  interio 
devotion,  or  expressions  of  it.    Fourthly — That  kissing 
an  Agnus  Dei  will  not  free  us  from  purgatory  ;  an< 
that  kissing  a  skull  is  a  new  way  of  keeping  up  th< 
remembrance  of  death,  which  we  never  heard  of  before 
From  the  above  ridiculous   caricature   of  religioui 
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practices,  scarcely  one  of  which  is  held  by  any  Catholic 
essential  to  religion,  and  all  of  which  we  feel 

niident  are  not  practised  by  any  one  Catholic  in  the 
|  orld,  Mr.  White  attempts  to  infer,  that  we  "  must 

jcome  weak,  superstitious  beings !"  Superstition, 
liroperly  defined,  is  "an  excessive  and  superfluous 
I  orship,  by  which  either  sovereign  honour  is  given  to 
hie  creature,  or  in  an  undue  manner  to  the  Creator." 
i  ur  adversaries  have  the  word  superstition  so  con- 
i  nually  in  their  mouths  against  our  religious  practices, 
hithout  knowing  what  they  really  mean  by  the  term, 
hiat  it  is  necessary  to  lay  down  its  meaning  accurately, 
uid  then  we  are  not  afraid  that  our  practices  should  be 
ried  by  it.  None  of  our  authorised  religious  ceremonies 
r*  practices  render  sovereign  honour  to  the  creature  ; 
rie  pay  to  relics,  images,  and  the  like,  no  more  than  a 
relative  honour,  as  memorials  of  Christ  and  his  saints  ; 
<or  by  any  of  them  do  we  adore  the  Creator  in  an 
undue  manner,  that  is,  in  a  manner  which  he  has  not 

^pointed,  either  himself,  or  by  those  who  have 
'athority  from  him,  and  which  consequently  is  not 
Jleasing  to  him.  We  are  ready  to  shew  that  our  reli- 
fious  practices  are  grounded  upon  Scripture,  and  the 
universal  practice  of  antiquity,  and  approved  by  the 

hurch  of  God,  which  has  authority  to  guide  us  ;  and 

'  other  practices  are  in  use  not  so  grounded  and  ap- 
Mroved,  or  if  those  that  are  approved  are  not  performed 
HI  the  proper  manner  by  any  individuals,  the  Church  is 
not  answerable  for  them.  She  does  all  in  her  power  to 
•  anfine  these  practices  within  proper  and  salutary 

mits.     Many  decrees  of  councils  might  be  quoted,  to 

rove  how  desirous  the  pastors  of  the  Church  have 
i  een  to  prevent  superstitions:  we  shall  confine  our- 

3lves  to  a  decree  of  the  Council  of  Mechlin  in  1570, 
<nd  we  select  it  because  its  language  is  remarkably  ap- 

licabie  to  Mr.  White's  picture  of  the  Romanist :  u  Let 
j  ot  the  faithful  rashly  give  credit  to  certain  books  cir- 
•ulated  or  even  printed  with  privilege,  which  from  light 
?nd  superstitious  causes,  and  uncertain  revelations, 

romise  immoderate  and  unjustly  exorbitant  indul- 
gences :  particularly  if  they  promise  deliverance  from 

E  2 
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certain  effects,  that  is,  from  dangers  of  swords,  tormen  i 
horses,  plague,  or  certain  deliverance  from  purgatory 
It  was  to  be   expected  after  this,   that   Mr.    Whi 
would  misrepresent  our  virtue  of  penance.     He  has  1 j 
boldness  to  assert,  that  though  Catholics  believe  t  • 
atonement  of  Christ  sufficient  to  save  them  fromhel 
they  do  not  believe  it  enough  to  save  them  from  a  tei 
poral  punishment  of  sin.*     Thus    he  calumniously  i 
sinuates,  that  Catholics  do  not  believe  in  the  all-suffi< 
ency  of  the  atonement  of  Christ ;    but  hope  to  ato 
themselves  for  what  has  deserved  temporal  punishmer 
by  voluntary  sufferings  of  their  own,  independently  oft 
satisfaction  of  Christ.     If  this  were  Catholic  doctrin 
Mr.  White  might  well  write  a  "  Preservative"  from 
But  we  are  of  opinion,   that  the  man  who  could  th 
knowingly  misrepresent  the  creed  in  which  he  was  ed* 
cated,  and  of  which    he  was  an  appointed  preache 
would  find  equal  room  to  condemn  the  great  Apost 
himself,  for  he  says  of  himself,  that  he  "fills  up  tho 
things  that  are  wanting  of  the  sufferings  of  Christ  in  \ 
flesh,"  &c.     (Coloss.  i,  24.))     We  should  be  glad 
hear  Mr.    White's  explanation  of  that  passage :    b 
meantime  we  can  assure  his  readers,  what  Mr.  Whi 
knew  perfectly  well  when  he  wrote,  that  the  doctrii 
of  the  Catholic  Church  is  very  far  from  being  thus  i 
jurious  to  the  merits  of  Christ.     What  we  call  satisfa 
tion,  is  nothing  else  than  an  application  oftheinfini 
satisfaction  of  Jesus  to  our  souls.     W^e  believe  that  tl 
atonement  of  Christ  was  full  and  infinite  in  value ;    th 
he  offered  a  superabundant  satisfaction  for  our  sins,  mo 
than  sufficient  to  atone  for  all  that  they  deserved,  boi 
temporal  and  eternal.  But  he  can  apply  this  satisfactic 
to  us  as  he  pleases  ;    either  by  abolishing  our  sins  er 
tirely,  and  all  punishments  due   to  them ; — or,   by  r< 
moving  the  eternal  punishment,  and  still  leaving  us  t 
endure  some  temporal   sufferings.     The   first  metho< 
we  believe  him  to  use  in  Baptism,  but  the  second  fr< 
quently  in  regard  to  the  sins  we  commit  after  Baptisn 
He  often  requires  some  temporal  punishment  to  hold  i 
to  the  line  of  duty,   and  it  is  to  fulfil  this  obligatioi 
*   "  Preservative,"  p.  93. 
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<hat  we  undergo  certain  painful  works  which   we   call 

atist'actory.     These  reserved  punishments  do  not  pro- 

eed  from  any  deficiency  in    our  Saviour's   payment ; 

»ut  from   a  certain  order  which  he  himself  has  estab- 

ished  for  the  application  of  his  atonement  to  our  souls. 

)ur  salvation  is  altogether  the  work  of  his  mercy  and 

Horace,  first  and  last  ;    what  we  do  by  his  grace,  is  not 

l«ess  his,  than  what  he  does  himself,  by  his  own  absolute 

will  ;    and  we  hope,  through  his  merits,  that  our  works 

may   prove  satisfactory.      This  is  the  substance  of  the 

aith  of  Catholics  on  this  point,  as  clearly  laid  down  by 

nhe  illustrious  Bossuet,  in  his  "Exposition,"   to  which 

he  reader  would  do  well   to  refer.      Without  these 

mnciples,  it  would  not  be  easy   to  explain  how  St. 

?aul  could  speak  of  any  thing  "  being  wanting  to  the 

sufferings  of  Christ;"    but  by  them  we  clearly  see  that 

:he  Apostle  considered  that  the  sufferings   of  Christ, 

ihough  abundantly  sufficient  in  themselves,  might  be 

wanting  in  us,  unless  we  laboured  to  fill  them  up,  and 

procure  their  application  to  our  souls  by  penitential 

works. 

Hence  Mr.  White  is  wrong  in  attributing  the  origin 
jf  our  penitential  practices  to  "  a  mean  estimate  of  the 
itunement  of  Christ  :"  and  as  he  frequently  ridicules 
the  idea  of  self-inflicted  pain  being  pleasing  to  God,  we 
shall  direct  his  attention  to  the  following,  from  the  pen 
of  a  learned  and  venerable  theologian,  on  that  subject  : 
"  God,  says  the  modern  free-thinker,  is  not  pleased  with 
the  sufferings  of  his  beloved  children  ; — No  :  nor  even 
with  those  of  Christ  himself,  if  we  abstract  from  the 
motive.  But  their  love  of  his  justice,  which  his  pious 
children  mean  to  satisfy,  by  generously  passing  sentence 
upon  themselves,  is  most  acceptable  to  him.  In  union 
with  Christ's  merits,  the  due  performance  of  penitential 
works  is  referred  to  its  pri:nary  and  principal  cause,  is 
infallibly  assured  of  the  divine  acceptation,  becomes 
abundantly  satisfactory  for  sin,  and  even  acquires  a 
supereminent  degree  of  merit. "* 

*  See  "  Principles  of  the  Christian  Religion  and  Catholic  Faith 
investigated,"  by  the  Rev.  L.  Brittain,  p.  182.  This  admirahle  work 
is  ranch  less  known  than  it  deserves. 
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Mr.  White  comes  forth  with  the  old  pretence  >. 
Luther,  who  "  founded  his  church,"  that  the  woi 
{jLiT&vw-Te.  in  the  third  and  fifth  verses  of  the  thirteent 
chapter  of  St.  Luke,  does  not  mean  do  penance ,  or  eve 
be  penitent,  but  merely  change  your  mind.  On  examinin 
Luther's  translation,  we  find  that  the  German  word  h 
employs,  is  merely  amend  or  do  better.  The  Dutc 
Calvinist  text  has  a  similar  word,  and  the  Frenc 
Huguenot  translation  is,  si  vous  ne  vous  repentez.  A 
to  the  original  Greek  word,  in  this  and  other  places 
perhaps  Mr.  White's  horror  of  Popery  may  lead  him  t 
reject  any  interpretation  of  the  holy  Fathers,  but  th 
following  explanation  of  a  Pagan  may  satisfy  hh 
that  [teravoiA  means  considerably  more  than  "  changin 
one's  mind."  Ausonius  says  : 

t;  Sum  dea,  quae  facti,  non  factique  exigo  pcenas ;  ut  t 
pceniteat,  sic  f^Tavoict  vocor." 

But  to  leave  words  for  things.  When  Achab,  an 
David,  and  the  Ninivites  repented,  they  did  much  mor 
than  "  change  their  minds  ;"  they  humbled  themselve 
in  deep  sorrow,  and  punished  themselves  in  fasting,  sack 
cloth,  and  gave  other  proofs  of  a  contrite  and  peniten 
spirit.  When  the  prophet  Joel  exhorts  to  repentance 
he  calls  upon  the  people  to  be  converted  in  fasting,  ii 
weeping,  and  in  mourning,  and  exhorts  them  to  rem 
their  hearts  with  contrition.  What  are  these  but  self 
inflicted  punishments  for  sin  ?  Christ  our  Lord  signifie 
that  true  repentance  will  be  accompanied  by  the  lik« 
self-inflictions.  "  If  in  Tyre  and  Sidon  had  beei 
wrought  the  mighty  works  that  had  been  wrought  ii 
you,  they  would  have  done  penance  long  ago,  sitting  ii 
sackcloth  and  ashes."*  Repentance  then  imports  mucl 
more  than  merely  changing  our  mind  :  it  signifies  thre< 
things  :  sorrow  for  the  past,  punishment  or  satisfactioi 
for  the  past,  and  a  new  life.  These  are  the  worth' 
fruits  of  penance  which  St.  John  exhorted  sinners  tc 
bring  forth.  And  yet,  in  defiance  of  these,  and  ven 
many  more  proofs  which  could  be  adduced,  and  o 

*  St.  Luke,  x,  13.     In  this  passage,  Luther  has  it,  as  we  have,  don» 
penance,  though  the  Greek  is  as  before 
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k  'hich   we  cannot  suppose  even  an  ex-priest  ignorant, 
Mir.  White  declares  that  the  word  repent  cannot  by 

ossibility  mean  any  thing  but  a  change  of  mind  ! 
Having  taken  up  this  unwarranted  idea  of  Repentance, 
fir.  White  finds   himself  obliged  shortly  after,  on  the 
f  ubject  of  fasting,  to   deny  altogether  that  fasting  is 
I  ecommended  by  the  Church  of  England  as  an  act  of 
i  enance  ;  and  contends  that  it  is  "  a  mere  check  upon 
indulgence,  left  to  the  discretion  of  every  individual." 
i  Sut  is  not  a  check  upon  indulgence   painful  ?     And  is 
!  ot  what  is  painful  a  penance?     Surely  the  Church  of 
Bngland,   in   recommending  fasting,    did  not  intend  to 
lecommend  it  in  any  other  way  than  we  find  it  practised 
wnd  recommended  both  in  the  Old  and  New  Testament, 
put  there  we  find  David,  Achab,  Tobias,  Judith,  Esther, 
[))aniel,  and  the  whole  Jewish  nation,  humbling  their 
i  ouls  and  fasting  for  sin,  and  to  obtain  the  favour  and 
Mercy    of  God  by  "  self-inflicted  punishment  :"  Jesus 
i  "hrist  fasted  for  our  example,  and  declared  that,  after 
is  ascension,  his  disciples  should  fast.     The  Apostles 
tasted,  as  we  read  in  the  Acts,  and  St.  Paul  exhorts  us 
[to  fasting.    (2  Cor.  ch.  vi,  5.)     There  can  be  no  doubt 
'hat  the  Church  of  England,  though  she  may  not  have 
Commanded  fasting,  which  is  by  no  means  clear,  recom- 
mended it  as  practised  and  taught  in  the  Scriptures.  Any 
>ther  fast  would    be  widely  inconsistent  in   a  Church 
^hich    professes  to  be  so  scriptural  in  her  ordinances. 
Wherefore  Mr.  White's  idea  of  fasting,  if  not  his  own 
invention,  does  not  appear  to  be  that  of  his  Church,  and 
the  zealous  members  of  that  Church  will  not  thank  him 
or  thus  representing  its  exhortations  to  fasting.     We 
nave  to  make  one  remark  more  :  he  would  have  it  that 
he  Church  of  England  has  great  merit  in  not  enjoining 
asting  ;  but  in  whatever  view  it  be  regarded,  whether 
s  a  work  of  penance,  or  a  "  check  upon  indulgence," 
(t    will    prove   of  little   use   unless   it   is   commanded. 
Experience  shews  that  what  is  only   recommended,  is 
ure  to  be  neglected,  if  it  be  disagreeable  to  flesh  and 
I  >lood  ;  and  the  universal  disregard  of  fasting  among 
Protestants,   proves  that  the  recommendation  of  their 
!  Church  has  been  of  no  practical  benefit.     The  Catholic 
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Church  has  made  fasting  a  precept,  and  thereby  pi 
served  its  practice  in  every  age  from  the  Apostl 
Had  she  only  recommended  it,  the  consequence  woi 
have  been,1  that  by  those  good  Christians  who  had  le 
need  of  it,  it  would  have  been  observed  ;  and  by  sinne 
to  whom  it  was  most  necessary,  it  would  have  been, 
great  measure,  if  not  wholly,  neglected. 

The  most  insidious  attack  which  Mr.  White  I 
made  upon  Catholics,  is  perhaps  his  account  of  t 
nature  of  the  Breviary,  or  Divine  Office  of  our  cler 
and  religious,  and  his  artful  attempt  to  prove  that  t 
tendency  of  that  prayer-book  is  "to  cherish  credul; 
and  adulterate  Christian  virtue."  This  is  all  in  chars 
ter  however,  in  a  man  who  has  shaken  off  a  yoke  whi 
was  probably  never  "  sweet  and  light"  to  him  ;  a 
who  perhaps,  in  his  best  days,  never  exclaimed  with  t 
fervent  Catholic  ecclesiastic  :  So  will  I  sing  a  psalm 
thy  name  for  ever  and  ever :  that  I  may  pay  my  vo. 
from  day  to  day.*  Indeed  he  speaks  of  it  as  a  task-boc 
a  tedious  duty  to  be  done  every  day  :  a  proof  that 
was  a  stranger  to  that  holy  alacrity  with  which  the  pio 
priest  goes  to  the  performance  of  an  exercise,  whi' 
affords  him  a  sweet  relief  from  the  vain  pursuits  of  tl 
world,  and  happily  recals  him  from  time  to  time  fro 
the  dissipation  of  life,  to  a  holy  converse  with  Go 
How  far  was  he  from  the  spirit  of  our  holy  Bish( 
Challoner,  who  spoke  of  his  office  to  be  said,  as  of  " 
pleasure  to  come  !"  He  little  knew  how  dear  to  tl 
fervent  priest  is  his  office-book  ;  how  unwilling,  in  fac 
he  would  be  to  be  released  from  the  duty  of  saying  h 
daily  office.  He  says  :  "  the  scrupulous  exactness  wit 
which  this  duty  is  performed  is  quite  surprising  :"  bi 
why  did  he  not  honestly  conclude,  from  this  well-know 
fact,  that  it  must  be  a  delightful  duty,  instead  of  a  painfi 
task  ?  Why,  but  because  to  him  it  must  have  bee 
always  a  task  ;  and  he  confesses  as  much  when  he  tells  u 
that  in  spite  of  a  rapid  enunciation,  it  took  him  an  hoi 
and  a  half  daily  :  dilexisti  omnia  verba  prcEcipitationi 
lingua  dolosa  /t 

*  Psalm  Ix,  9.  f  Psalm  li.  C. 
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!  According  to  Mr.  White's  account,  the  Breviary  was 
3inpiled  by  order  of  Pius  V,  and  commanded  to  be 
1  sed  by  him  in  1566.  This  would  make  it  appear  that 
h  book  or  practice  existed  till  that  period.  But 
!  lough  St.  Pius  V  was  the  first  who  brought  the  office 
!  ito  the  form  of  the  present  Roman  Breviary,  the  same 
*  ffice  had  been  recited  from  the  earliest  times  in  sub- 
fc..ance  ;  and  many  ancient  councils  decreed  against  those 
1  :clesiastics  who  neglected  it.  Indeed  in  the  very  bull 
•uoted  by  Mr.  White,  Quod  a  nobis,  the  holy  Pope 
hxempts  certain  chapters  and  monasteries,  who  had  their 
hwn  Breviary  two  hundred  years  before  this  decree, 
r-om  the  obligation  of  exchanging  it  for  the  Roman  : 
pnd  he  there  speaks  of  other  Roman  Breviaries  pre- 
Uously  in  use,  and  signifies  that  the  cause  of  drawing 
ip  a  new  one  for  the  whole  Church  was  chiefly  to 
nforce  uniformity  in  the  divine  office. 

Mr.  White  represents  the  Breviary  as  "  the  true 
icandard  to  which  the  Church  of  Rome  wishes  to  reduce 
hie  minds  and  hearts  of  her  clergy  :  Rome,"  he  says, 
1  evidently  gives  it  the  preference  over  all  other 
r'orks  ;...  .and  should  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
«e  unable  to  devote  more  than  an  hour  and  a  half  a  day 
to  reading,  his  Church  places  him  under  the  necessity 
If  deriving  his  whole  knowledge  from  the  Breviary." 
rhese  observations  led  Mr.  White,  as  he  says,  "  to  take 
nis  old  task-book  in  hand,"*  in  order  to  give  an  account 
tf  it,  and  extracts  from  it.  They  will  lead  us  also  to 
rnalyse  it ;  and  when  the  reader  is  put  in  possession  of 
Ihe  true  nature  of  the  Breviary,  it  will  be  easy  for  him 
ID  judge  of  the  above  declarations. 

Any  one  unacquainted  with  the  Breviary  would 
magine,  from  Mr.  White's  account  of  it,  that  it  is 
principally  made  up  of  legends  of  the  saints  ;  and  that 
.11  which  those  legends  contain,  is  proposed  for  the 
xercise  of  the  pious  belief  of  the  clergy  to  its  full 
xtent.  But  let  any  one  take  the  pains  to  examine  the 
Breviary,  and  he  will  find  the  case  very  different.  To 
»romote  his  insidious  purpose,  Mr.White  despatches  in 

*  "  Evidence/'  page  155. 
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half  a  page,  his  account  of  the  other  parts  of  the  bool  > 
while  he  fills  out  his  volume  with  nearly  fifty  pages  i 
extracts  from  the  lessons  which  contain  "  compendio 
lives  of  the  saints."  Now  the  truth  is,  that  the  Brevia 
consists  of  the  whole  Book  of  Psalms,  portions  oft! 
Pentateuch,  such  as  relate  the  fall  of  man,  the  histori 
of  the  patriarchs  and  of  Moses,  very  considerable  po 
tions  of  the  books  of  Kings  and  Chronicles,  as  well 
Job,  of  the  greater  and  lesser  prophets,  and  in  fac 
some  portions  of  each  book  of  the  Old  Testament,  ai 
abundant  extracts  from  the  New.     Indeed,  there  a 
three  Lessons  from  the  Scripture  in  the  office  of  eve] 
day,  besides  a  part  of  the  gospel  almost  every  day,  ar 
three  Lessons  from  the  homilies  of  the   holy  Fathe 
upon  the  gospel.     Then  there  are  recited  every  day 
least  five-and-twenty  psalms,  including  the  118th,  Bee 
immaculati,  the  length  of  which  is  nearly  equal  to  th 
of  a  dozen  ordinary   psalms;  and  often  the  number  • 
psalms  is  greater,   as  in   the   Sunday  office,  where 
amounts   to  six-and-thirty.      Besides    this  very   gre< 
proportion  of  Scripture,  the  Lord's  Prayer  is  repeate 
each  day  in  the  office  on  an  average  a  dozen  times,  an 
the  Creed  always  three  times,  and  often  more.     The 
there  are  recited  each  day  four  or  five  canticles,  chiefl 
those  in   the  Scriptures  ;    eight  Hymns,  eight  or   te 
Collects   at   least,    and   a  great  number  of  Versicle; 
Responses,    Anthems,    and    Benedictions.     As  to  th 
lessons  containing  the  lives  of  the  saints,  they  do  nc 
occur  every  da--*.;  and  when  they  are  read,   there  ar 
never  more  thai!  three  lessons,  and  often  no  more  tha 
one.     The  propo  lion  they  bear  in  length  to  the  rest  o 
the  office,  one  day  with  another,  is   not   a   twentieth 
part ;   they  will  occupy  three  columns  in  a  Breviary,  i] 
which  the  remainder    of   the   office  will    fill  betweei 
seventy  and  eight  columns,  for  one  day. 

Any  one  may  verify  this  analysis  by  referring  to  tin 
Breviary ;  and  he  will  then  learn  how  to  estimate  Mr 
White's  statements  of  "  the  great  and  never-ending 
variety  of  the  lives  of  the  saints." 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  Breviary  is  composec 
almost  entirely  of  the  Holy  Scriptures;  and  that  the 
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>ves  of  the  saints  form  not  a  twentieth  part  of  it.     And 

ow  it  may  be  confidently  asked,  if  the  Catholic  Church 

id  make  the  Breviary  "  the  standard  for  the  minds  and 

earts  of  her   clergy,"  where  would  be  her  error  in  so 

oing  ?     Would  she  be  wrong  in  obliging  her  ministers 

>  employ  an  hour  and  a  half  each  day,  in  reading  a 

ortion  of  the  bible  ?      Is  this  charge  to  be  brought 

.gainst  her  by  those  whose  eternal  cry  is,  "  The  bible  ! 

ae  bible  is  the  religion  of  Protestants  !"  If  she  did  give 

"  the  preference  over  all  other  works,"  surely  she 

nould  not  be  blamed,  since  it  is  little  else  than  a  com- 

icndium  of  the  bible.    If  a  "  Catholic  priest  can  devote 

inly  an  hour  and  a  half  in  the  day  to  reading,"  how  can 

»iat  hour  and  a  half  be  spent  better  than  in  reading 

vttracts    from    the  bible,  with  hymns,    canticles,    and 

rayers  ?     If  his  "  whole  knowledge  must  thus  be  of 

Bcessity  derived  from  the  Breviary,"  whence  can  he 

erive   better    knowledge   than  from  portions    of  the 

ritten  word  of  God?     Where  can  he  study  better, 

nan  in  the  pure  fountain  of  eternal  truth,  in  the  inspired 

ritings  of  the   prophets,  in  the  holy  treasure  of  the 

iospel  ?  But  in  what  supposition  is  it u  often  the  case," 

uat  a  priest  can  only  read  for  an  hour  and  a  half  in  the 

ay  ?     If  his  time  has  been  taken   up  with  parochial 

mties,  he  has  been  acquiring  the  most  useful  knowledge 

nd  experience  ;    and   he  must  have  possessed  a  con- 

•derable  fund  of  knowledge  before  he  could  be  qualified 

»r  the  care  of  souls.     If  he  has  been  employed  in  other 

Dncerns,   what   business   or    occupation   ought  he  to 

<ursue,   before   those  of  prayer,   mediation,  and  the 

:udy  of  the  divine  oracles  ;  and  wher;e  are  they  better 

>llowed  than  in  reciting  the  divine  office  ?     Mr.  White 

Dmplains  of  its  recitation  being  commanded  :  but  is  it 

ot  a  chief  duty  of  the  clergy  to  pray  for  the   whole 

-hurch,  to  pray  in  the  name  of  Church,  and  to  pray  for 

lose  whose  necessary  duties  in  the  world  leave  them 

?ss  time  to  pray  for  themselves  ?     If  this  be  a  duty  of 

he  clergy,  why  not  enjoin   it  ?     W^hy  not  secure  its 

erformance,  by  making  it  of  strict  obligation  ?     We 

eg  Mr.  White  to  attena  to  a  remark  of  an  able  German 

rriter  on  this  question  :  "  If  the  Breviary  were  not  of 

F 
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obligation,  if  the  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  z  -, 
the  prayers  of  each  priest  were  left  to  his  own  discret 
by  the  Church,  O  how  many  would  be  found  neglect 
both  !  If  I  might  here  refer  to  experience,  how  c« 
tinually  do  we  find  that  the  enemies  of  the  Breviary  ; 
no  friends  to  any  other  kind  of  prayer !  And  h 
evident  is  it,  that  such  men  hurry  over  every  otl 
spiritual  duty,  while  they  often  and  readily  go  ii 
assemblies  of  pleasure,  and  by  their  tepidity,  indifferen 
and  scandalous  deportment,  ruin  souls,  rather  tr 
edify  them  !"* 

When  the  reader  has  duly  attended  to  the  accoi 
just  given  of  the  contents  of  the  Breviary,  he  will 
least  think  Mr.  White  very  bold  in  asserting  that  "  th( 
was  a  time  when  he  knew  it  by  heart."  And  when 
has  considered  what  has  been  said  of  the  lessons  for  t 
saints,  he  will  not  find  Mr.  Wr.  correct  in  saying  in 
''  Preservative,"  that  legends  of  the  saints  are  rei 
"day  by  day,  the  whole  year  through."  There  £ 
more  than  sixty  ferias  in  the  year,  when  no  saints'  liv 
are  read  at  all  ;  there  are  about  twenty  Sundays  wh 
no  saints  are  honoured ;  besides  at  least  twenty  da 
within  octaves  of  various  feasts,  making  together  abo 
one  hundred  days  out  of  three  hundred  and  sixty-fiv 
on  which  no  "  compendious  lives  of  the  saints  are  rej 
at  all!"  Yet  Mr.  W.  knowing  how  few  will  troub 
themselves  to  examine,  boldly  says,  that  the  saints'  liv 
are  read  "  day  by  day,  the  whole  year  through  !" 

But  it  is  time  to  examine  his  grand  argument.  It 
drawn  from  the  nature  of  those  lessons  which  we  rej 
of  the  lives  of  the  saints.  Mr.  W.  has  collected  a  gre 
number  of  curious  histories  related  in  them,  of  extrao 
dinary  miracles,  of  austerities,  singular  visions,  revel; 
tions,  and  other  astonishing  narratives  ;  from  whic 
having  copied  them  at  great  length,  and  falsely  insinuat* 
that  they  are  the  principal  part  of  the  Breviary,  ar 
read  every  day,  he  endeavours  to  draw  the  conclusio 
that*  the  tendency  of  our  office-book  is  to  "cherish  cr 


*  See  an  excellent  article  on  the  Breviary,  ir.  the  German  Periodic; 
;  Der  Katholik,  vol.  v,  p.  263. 
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.  and  adulterate  Christian  virtue."     But  even  if 

!  ich  were  the  tendency  of  those  lessons,  it  would  not  be 

inference  that  such  was  the  tendency  of  the  Bre- 

I  iary   altogether  :  since,   as  it  has   been  shewn,  those 

is  form  not  a  twentieth  part  of  the  book,  and  they 

i  re  only  recited  twotthirds   of  the  year.     It  is  a  false 

nee,  however,  that  such  is  their  tendency  ;  for,  in 

i  w  first  place,  we  are  under  no  obligation  of  believing 

i  11  that  is  recounted  of  the  saints  in  those  lessons  : 

I  lany  of  them  are  very  ancient,  and,  as  well  as  most  of 

ije  modern  ones,   well  authenticated;  but  others  are 

I  nown  to  be  of  doubtful  authority,  and  the  Church  does 

J  ot  oblige  any  one  to  believe  all  that  they  contain  :  and, 

Li  the  second  place,  the  fact  of  several  doubtful  histories 

•tving  been  expunged  from  many  Breviaries  in  France, 

laid  that  it  is  the  wish  of  many  ecclesiastics  in  various 

•pantries,  that  the  proper  authorities  should  suppress 

i'hatever  has  found  its  way  into  the  lessons  through  im- 

lirudent  zeal  and  credulity,  abundantly  shew  that  we 

j're  in  little  danger  from  those  legends.     But  we  shall 

j  ot  submit  them  to  the  censorship  of  such  a  person  as 

J'Ir.   Blanco  White.     We  should   fear  from  him,   as 

I  -om  others  who  have  risen  up  against  legends  before 

im,  that,  in  his  fury  against  false  and  doubtful  narratives, 

e  would  become  rash  and  hypercritical,  and  refuse  all 

redit  to  those  acts,  of  which  the  truth  and  authenticity 

ave  been  proved  and  acknowledged. 

Nor  is  their  tendency,  with  all  their  doubtful  or  even 

narrations,  to  adulterate  Christian  virtue.     Mr. 

kVhite  is  compelled  to  say  this  in  order  to  prop  up  his 

ew  theory  of  the  virtue  of  penance  ;  and  his  ideas, 

hich  will  soon  come  under  review,  of  seclusion  and 

ilibacy.      But  since  it  is  so  readily  and  triumphantly 

roved  against  his  erroneous  notions,  that  self-inflicted 

ain,  when  suffered  from  the  proper  motives  of  satisfying 

•  ie  divine  justice,  and  supplying,  in  the  sense  of  St. 

'aul,  for  what  is*oantinginus,  of  the  sufferings  of  Christ, 

f  being  thereby  made  members  conformed  to  our  suf- 

•-intf   Head,  and  partakers  of   his  passion,   that   by 

int.l   ^  with  Him  we  may  hereafter  be  glorified  with 

im,  and  of  denying  ourselves  and  taking  up  our  cross, 
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as  our  Lord  himself  has  admonish*  1  us,  is  a  tri 
Christiau  and  meritorious  duty  ;  we  maintain  that  t 
austerities  recounted  of  the  saints  Ac  .ot  tend  to  adul 
rate,  but  to  cherish  and  promote  CI  .istian  virtue.  IV 
White  compares  the  saints  to  Indian  fanatics  :  let  1 
venerable  Alban  Butler  speak  to  this  point.  "  T 
extraordinary  austerities  of  certain  eminent  servants 
God,  are  not  undertaken  by  them  without  a  parties 
call,  examined  with  maturity  and  prudence,  and  withe 
a  fervour  equal  to  such  a  state.  Neither  do  they  ph 
sanctity  in  any  practices  of  mortification,  or  measi 
virtue  by  them,  as  a  dervise  or  brachman  might  do  ;  t 
choose  such  as  have  the  greatest  tendency  to  facilit* 
the  subjection  of  their  passions,  and  regard  them  only 
helps  to  virtue,  and  means  to  acquire  it,  and  to  punish  s 
in  themselves.  Nor  do  they  imagine  God  to  be  delight 
with  their  pain,  but  with  the  cure  of  their  spiriti 
maladies.  A  mother  rejoices  in  the  health  of  her  chi 
not  in  the  bitterness  of  the  potion  which  she  gives  him 
procure  it.  The  doctrine  of  Christ,  and  the  examp 
of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  St.  Paul,  St.  Matthias,  J 
James,  and  the  other  Apostles  ;  of  many  ancient  pi 
phets  and  other  saints,  from  the  first  ages  of  our  he 
Religion,  are  a  standing  apology  and  commendation 
this  spirit  in  so  many  servants  of  God."*  This  extn 
so  ably  replies  to  every  objection  raised  by  Mr.  Wh 
against  the  mortification  of  the  saints,  that  there  is 
need  of  any  further  observation  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  White  suppresses  the  innumerable  other  edifyi 
traits  recorded  of  the  saints  in  these  lessons.  Were 
our  wish  to  swell  out  this  work,  it  would  be  easy  to 
so  with  copious  extracts,  illustrating  the  solid  virtues 
these  holy  servants  of  God  ;  their  fervour  and  assidu 
in  prayer  ;  their  diligence  in  the  service  of  God  ;  th< 
humility,  meekness,  contempt  of  worldly  greatnee 
their  union  with  God  :  their  inflamed  charity  or  love 
God,  and  of  their  neighbour  ;  their  care  of  the  sick  ;  t 
humiliating  services  they  often  rendered  them,  ministi 
ing  to  Jesus  Christ  in  the  persons  of  hissufferingmembei 

*  "Lives  of  the  Saints,"  by  the  Rev.  A.  Butler.— Note  on  the  J 
of  St.  Robert,  April  29. 


CHAPTER   THE   FOURTH.  fc(j 

heir  abundant  charities  to  the  poor,  and  kind  offices  to 

11  around  them..   ,These  are  brilliants  in  their  holy 

ro\vns  which  Mr.  ».(17iite  has  enviously  concealed  ;  and 

ihe  tendency  of  these  is  indisputably  to  animate  us  to 

very  gospel  virtue.   Who  can  deny,  that  to  read  accou  nts 

rrf  these  virtues  is  of  the  greatest  edification  ?     Such  are 

^ad  in  the  lessons  ofour  saints  ;  and  who  then  in  common 

.andour  can  venture  to  assert,  that  the  tendency  of  such 

r?ssons  is  to  adulterate  Christian  virtue  ? 

Much  as  we  had  seen  of  Mr.  White's  misrepresenta- 
i«ons  of  our  faith,  we  really  did  not  expect  to  see  so  gross 
imis-statement  of  Catholic  doctrine,  as  is  contained  in 
Lie  following  passages  from  his  "  Preservative"  (pages 
'  12 — 114)  :  <;  Roman  Catholics  are  not  taught  that  good 
horks  are  the  fruit  of  true  faith  ;  but  that  they  bear  a  true 
t.iare  with  Christ  in  the  work  of  our  salvation.  They 
pe  thus  forced  by  their  doctrines  to  look  to  themselves 

I  »r  the  hope    of  Heaven The   Roman  Catholic 

believes  that  his  good  works  are,  in  part  at  least,  the 
I'eans  of  his  justification  ; — the  true  Protestant  feels  as- 
pired that  through  Christ's  blood  his  sins  are  pardoned 
I  ithout  reserve." 

How  far  this  is  from  the  true  faith  of  the  Catholic 

ihurch,let  the  following  simple  exposition  shew,  which 

gathered  from  the  decrees  of  the  last  general  Council 

*  Trent.     First,  however,  let  the  reader  be  assured 

<at  there  is  no    Catholic  who    will  not  heartily  say 

nen  to  the  following  anathema  against  the  doctrine 

aputed  to  us  by  Mr.  Blanco  White,  which  we  extract 

om  Mr.  Gother's  "  Papist  misrepresented  and  repre- 

nted." 

u  Cursed  is  he  who  believes  that,  independently  of 
e  merits  and  passion  of  Christ,  he  can  obtain  salvation 
r  his  own  good  works,  or  make  condign  satisfaction  for 
e  guilt  of  his  sins,  or  the  pains  eternal  due  to  them. — 


Catholics  are  not  taught  u  that  good  works  bear  a 
ue  share  with  Christ  in  the  work  of  our  salvation." 
ur  doctrine  is  thus  defined  by  the  Council  of  Trent : — 
To  those  who  do  good  even  unto  the  end,  and  hope  in 
od,  eternal  life  is  to  be  proposed,  both  as  a  grace  mer- 
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cifully  promised  to  the  sons  of  God  through  Jesus  Ch\ 
and  as  a  reward  to  be  faithfully  rendered  to  their  g 
works  on  account  of  the  promise  of  God  himself. — Ch 
Jesus  always  influences  the  just  by  his  virtue;  wl 
virtue  ever  precedes  and  accompanies  and  follows  t 
good  works,  and  without  which  they  could  not  by 
means  be  pleasing  and  meritorious  in  the  sight  of  Goc 
"Thus,  neither  is  our  own  justice  established  as  our  o 
coming  from  ourselves,  nor  is  the  justice  ofGod  unknc 
or  repudiated  ;  for  that  whichis  called  our  justice ,  bees 
we  are  justified  by  it,  being  inherent  in  us  ;  the  sam 
of  God,  because  it  is  infused  into  us  by  God,  through 
merit  of  Christ. — Far  be  it,  however,  from  a  Christ 
to  confide  in  himself,  or  to  glory  in  himself^  and  not 
the  Lord  ;  whose  goodness  towards  all  men  is  so  gr 
that  he  is  willing  that  what  are  his  own  gifts  should 
their  merits."* — We  are  not  taught  that  good  we 
are  only  the  fruit  of  true  faith — this  doctrine  the  Co 
cilhas  condemned  in  the  following  Canon  : — "  If 
one  shall  say,  that  justice,  when  received,  is  not  \ 
served,  and  even  increased  before  God  by  good  woi 
but  that  works  themselves  are  only  fruits  and  signs 
justification  obtained,  but  not  the  cause  of  its  incre; 
let  him  be  anathema. "+ 

These  are  our  doctrines  ;  and  knowing  them  to 
such,  how  could  Mr.  White  impute  to  us  the  abo 
nable  presumption  of  holding  that  "  our  works  bea 
share  with  Christ  in  the  work  of  our  salvation  ?"  W^e 
every  thing,  we  hope  for  every  thing,  we  give  tha 
for  every  thing,  through  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  H 
then  does  Mr.  White  say,  that  we  "are  forced 
our  doctrines  to  look  to  ourselves  for  the  hope 
heaven  ?"  And  since  we  firmly  believe,  as  the  Cour 
of  Trent  declares,  that  we  are  justified  freely,  beca 
none  of  those  things  which  go  before  justificati» 
whether  faith  or  works^  merit  the  grace  of  justifi 
tion  ;\  with  what  face  can  Mr.  White  proclaim  to  1 
world  the  foul  calumny,  that  "  the  Roman  Catho 
believes  that  his  good  works  are,  in  part  at  least,  1 

*  Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  iv.  cap.  xvi.  f  Canon  xxiv. 

I  Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  vi,  cap.  8. 
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of  his  justification  ?"  Well  may  the  much  injured 
Catholic  exclaim,  under  imputations  like  these,  with 
he  indignation  of  Bossuet  :  "Will  the  Church  never 
i  e  able  to  persuade  her  children,  who  are  now  become 
i  >er  adversaries,  neither  by  the  explanation  of  her  faith? 
r  or  by  the  decisions  of  her  councils,  nor  by  the  prayers 
jif  her  sacrifice,  that  she  does  not  consider  herself  as 
i  aving  life  or  hope,  but  in  Jesus  Christ  alone  :"*  Not 
i  -bile  they  are  determined  to  misrepresent  us  :  not 
;  hile  there  are  men  still  to  be  found,  who  will  adopt 
|.i  these  days  the  ravings  of  Martin  Luther,  who,  Mr. 
(White  tells  us,  called  our  system  of  justification  "  a 
i  lain  tyranny,  a  racking  and  crucifying  of  consciences." 
;:..nd  since  Mr.  White  so  often  commends  Luther, 
\  ^knowledges  that  Luther  and  Co.  founded  his  Church, 
nd  has  been  so  loud  against  our  doctrine  of  justifica- 
I  on,  as  well  as  in  accusing  us  of  believing  that  God 
i  slights  in  the  sufferings  of  his  creatures,  we  may  do 
JMirselves  some  justice  by  quoting  a  few  passages  from 

I  .uther,  that  the  reader  may  see  how  edifying  are  both 
lis  language  and  his  doctrines  on  these  subjects.  Luther 
••aches  "  that  God  works  the  evil  in  us  as  well  as  the 
i.  jod,"  and  "  that  the  great  perfection  of  faith,  consists 

I 1  believing  God  to  be  just,  although,  by  his  own  will, 
I  :»   necessarily  renders  us  worth?/  of  damnation^  so   as 

•in  to  take  pleasure  in  the  torments   of  the  mise- 

''t     Even  Mr.  White  never  laid  to  our  charge  a 

I  jctrine  so  abominable  as  this  !    Luther  says  again  :  "  I 

i  m  delighted  when  I  see  my  doplrine  give  occasion  to 

disturbances  and  tumults."J  He  attached  such 
1  nportance  to  his  doctrine  of  the  inutility  and  impos- 
i  bility  of  good  works,  that  he  declares  it  shall  stand  in 
I  >ite  of  all  the  emperors,  popes,  kings,  and  devils,  and 
Includes  thus:  "If  they  attempt  to  weaken  this 
i -tide,  may  hell-fire  be  their  reward :  let  this  be  taken 
i  »r  an  inspiration  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  made  to  me, 
ffartin  Luther."  And  as  Mr.  WhVie  has  very  boldly 

<1  us  of  altering  the  text  of  St.  Luke,  and  sub. 

*  See  Bossuet's  Exposition,  chap.  0,  on  the  mcni  of  good  voi'Its. 

|-  Wittemb.  Ed.,  torn.  ii.  fol.  437. 

J  Vide  Sleidan,  com,  1,  iii. 
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stituting  do  penance  for  a  word  which  he  pretei 
means  only  change  your  mind,  let  him  take  this  spc 
men  of  Luther's  art  of  false  translating,  and  ei 
impiously  lamenting  that  he  had  not  done  worse: 
Romans  iii,  28,  the  text  says,  "a  man  is  justified 
faith,  without  the  deeds  of  the  law."  Luther  put 
after  faith  the  word  alone,  to  support  his  favoui 
doctrine  against  good  works ;  and  he  thus  audaciou 
glories  in  his  infidelity  in  translating  :  "  So  I  will,  s 
command  it  to  be.  Let  my  will  be  the  reason.  Lut] 
wills  it  so,  and  says  he  is  a  doctor  above  all  the  doct 
among  the  papists.  Therefore  the  word  alone  sh 

remain  in  my  New  Testament even  if  all  the  po 

asses  should  be  driven  mad  by  it,  still  they  shall  not  t; 
it  away.  I  am  sorry  that  I  did  not  add  further  the  we 
any  twice  over,  so  that  it  might  be,  without  any  wo 
of  any  laws"*  With  these  notions  of  faith  and  gc 
works,  it  is  no  wonder  if  Luther  called  the  Cathc 
system  of  justification  "  a  plain  tyranny,  a  racking  t 
crucifying  of  consciences." 

Mr.  White  goes  on  to  exemplify  the  tyranny 
Rome,  by  speaking  with  unmeasured  violence  agai 
the  discipline  of  our  Church  with  regard  to  celib( 
and  religious  vows.  In  his  "  Evidence"  he  has  a  let 
on  these  subjects,  which  we  shall  now  notice,  with  wh 
ever  new  matter  he  has  condensed,  on  the  same,  in 
"  Preservative." 

He  begins  in  his  favourite  manner  by  false  assertioi 
"The  principle  of  religious  tyranny,"  he  says,  "si 
ported  by  persecution,  is  a  necessary  condition  of  tr 
Catholicism."  He  talks  of  the  inexcusable  obstine 
of  Rome,  in  not  altering  her  discipline  on  celiba 
"  for  the  benefit  of  public  morals."  This  is  assumi 
boldly  enough,  that  the  celibacy  of  our  clergy  and  re 
gious,  tends  to  promote  immorality  ;  and  this  inde 
appears  to  be  Mr  White's  aim,  in  his  invectives  throug 
out  against  our  discipline  in  this  respect.  For  this  er 
he  makes  the  basest  insinuations,  and  charges  of  t 
most  revolting  nature,  against  both  clergy  and  re 

*  See  Brerely's  Protestant  Apology  for  the  Roman  Church. 
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.  Let  the  truth  of  what  he  advances  be  tried  by 
'Cripture,  reason,  and  experience. 

Wr.  VVhite  tells  us  that  he  does  "  not  believe  that 
firginity,  by  its  own  intrinsic  merit,  and  without  refer- 
ence to  some  virtuous  purpose,  has  value  in  the  eyes  of 
God."  But  he  is  well  aware  that  the  virginity  recom- 
mended and  practised  in  the  Catholic  Church,  has 
reference  to  many  virtuous  purposes  ;  such  as  being 
more  free  to  serve  God  and  our  neighbour,  being  better 
by  this  constant  check  upon  our  inclinations,  to 
*ain  that  mastery  over  ourselves,  which  is  so  necessary 
n  order  to  keep  in  subjection  all  our  rebellious  pas- 
-ions.  He  asks  if  celibacy  and  virginity  are  not  de- 
scribed in  the  New  Testament  as  peculiar  and  uncom- 
mon gifts  ?  Certainly  they  are  ;  and  when  did  Catho- 
Ucs  say  the  contrary  ?  Our  Redeemer  himself  said  that 
•'  all  men  receive  not  this  word,  but  they  to  whom  it  is 
given."  (St.  Matt.  xix.  10,  11,  12.)  But  he  also 
added,  "  he  that  can  receive  it,  let  him  receive  it ;"  and 
•.his  is  all  we  contend  for.  We  maintain  that  it  is  good 
ind  commendable,  for  all  those  who  feel  that  "  they  can 
•eceive  it,"  that  they  can  live  better  in  that  state,  and 
bus  become  more  detached  from  the  things  of  this 
world,  and  "  care  more  for  the  things  of  the  Lord." 
>Vlr.  White  asks  if  our  Saviour  and  his  Apostles  did  not 
'Yarn  and  caution  us  about  it,  as  often  as  they  alluded  to 
t  ?  Yes  ;  because  they  knew,  what  we  never  thought 
>f  denying,  that  it  is  a  state  of  greater  perfection  and 
difficulty,  and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to  caution 
aeople  not  to  enter  upon  it  without  mature  deliberation, 
ind  after  engaging  in  it,  to  be  doubly  vigilant  to  perse- 
vere faithfully  in  our  engagements  to  the  end.  The 
Jatholic  Church  has  uniformly  repeated  the  same 
warnings. 

Mr.  White  objects  to  the  tyranny,  as  he  considers  it, 
jf  perpetual  vows.  But  if  virginity  is  good,  and.  for 
.hose  who  can  receive  it,  better  than  marriage,  as  St. 
Paul  distinctly  says,  why  not  be  permitted  to  make  a 
/ow  of  remaining  in  this  better  and  more  perfect  state  ? 
If  Mr.  White  would  have  such  vows  to  be  only  for  a 
ime,  and  not  for  life,  we  reply  that  vows  are  necessary 
F  2 
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to  fix  the  inconstancy  natural  to  human  nature,  and 

give  more  merit  to  good  works  ;  and  they  are  best  whc 

perpetual,  because  religious  women,  who  have  an  inte 

tion,  at  the  expiration  of  their  temporary  engagemer 

of  returning  to  the  world,  and  settling  in  it,  have  oth< 

ideas  than  those  of  devoting  themselves  to  the  duties 

charity  and  religion.     As  to  the  early  age  at  which  M 

White  complains  that  youths  and  virgins  are  "  allun 

by  the  church  of  Rome  to  bind  themselves  with  perp 

tual  vows  ;"  we  maintain  that  the  age  is  mature  enou^ 

for  them  to  be  fully  aware  of  what  they  are  capable,  ai 

to  what  they  engage  themselves ;  besides,  the  time 

their  probation  and  noviceship,  before  they  make  ai 

engagement,  is  long  enough  for  them  to  know  by  exp 

t  ience,  the  obligations,  pains,  and  difficulties  of  a  re] 

«ious  life,  and  a  state  of  continency.    The  Church  tak 

every  precaution  to  prevent  any  forced  vows  or  profe 

sions.  A  novice  is  always  strictly  examined,  and  oblig< 

to  declare  upon  oath,  if  she  was  forced  or  allured 

inter  a  convent,  and  it  is  ascertained  if  she  knows  tl 

extent  of  the  obligations  she  takes  upon  herself  by  h 

vows.     If  it  be  afterwards  proved  that  there  was  ai 

compulsion,  her  vows  are  declared  null  and  void.     Bt 

says  Mr.  White,  the  nunneries  are  large  "  houses,  wi 

Ugh  walls  like  prisons,  having  small  windows  at  a  gre 

distance  from  the  ground,  and  guarded  by  strong  ai 

close  iron  bars,  bristled  over  with  long  spikes."     Tl 

is  of  course  to  raise  horror  and  sentimentality,  and  mal 

people  believe  that   the  inmates  of  these  convents  a 

prisoners  forcibly  incarcerated.     But   how  far  is  tl. 

from  the  truth  !     Bars,  and  spikes,  and  high  walls,  a 

not  so  much  to  hinder  the  nuns  from  getting  out,  as 

hinder  young  libertines  from  getting  in  /  to  protect  tl 

religious  from  insult;  and  particularly  to  secure  the 

reputation  from  the  calumnies  of  the  wicked.     If  su» 

means  were  necessary  for  preventing  the  inmates  fro 

escaping,  we  should  find  them  every  where  employ* 

for  that  purpose  :  but  we  could  point  out  many  regul 

and  exemplary  communities  where  they  are  not  to  I 

found  ;  and  Mr.  White  advances,  what  we  defy  him 

prove,  that  in  nunneries  in  England,  "  many  feel  at  pr 
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ent  unhappy."     He   can  know  little  about  convents 
lere  ;  and  it  is  unworthy  of  an  honourable  man  to  cast 
ipon  them  such  sweeping  and  groundless  imputations.* 
But  if  lie  cannot  prove  nuns  unhappy  in  this  country, 
ic  is  determined  they  shall  be  elsewhere  ;  and  there- 
ore  he  strives  to  illustrate  his  positions  by  three  affect- 
ng  histories  of  nuns,  of  whom  two  were  his  own  sisters, 
md  the  other  a  young  lady  known  to  him,  whose  name 
»vas   Maria  Francisca   Barreiro.     Far  be  it  from   the 
vvriter  of  these  pages  to  withhold  sincere  sympathy  for 
ihe  loss  Mr.  White  has  sustained  in  his  two  sisters,  holy 
nd  virtuous  as  they  undoubtedly  were.     But*  Jiat  jus- 
itia  !  the  world  is  not  to  be  told,  with  so  little  proof, 
that  these  young  ladies  were  brought  early  to  the  grave 
»y  a  conventual  life.    Of  the  first,  he  says,  "  air,  amuse- 
icnt,  and  exercise  might  have  saved  her."    They  might, 
•»ut  then  they  also  might  not;  and  she  could  have  en- 
oyed  all  these  freely  in  the  enclosure  ;    for  convents 
ilways  have  gardens  for  air  and  amusement  attached  to 
hem,  and  we  are  very  sure  that  the  care  and  tender 
olicitude  of  nuns,   for   their  sick,    is    positively   not 
quailed  by  that  of  any  relatives  or  any  other  descrip- 
<on  of  persons  on  earth.     The  other  sister  embraced, 
appears,  a  severe  rule  ;  but  she  had  sufficient  time  to 
onsider  before  she  took  that  step  ;  she  had  at  least  a 
^velvemonth  after  she  assumed  the  habit,  to  try  all  thf 
psgours  of  the  rule,  before  she  made  her  vows  at  her 
profession.    If  she  acted  after  all  imprudently,  she  alone 
blame,  and  not  the  institute  which  she  embraced. 
We  feel  deeply  for  the  anguish  which  the  death  of  i 


*  While  this  edition  was  at  press,  the  author  had  the  satisfaction 

>  learn  from  undoubted  authority,  that  a  young  English  lady  had  a 

w  weeks  before  embraced  the  Catholic  Faith  at  Rome,  after  having 

3en  tutored,  when  in  England,  by  Mr.  Blanco  White  himself  to  abhor 

.'ery  thing  connected  with  Catholicity.     It  is  a  singular  fact,  that 

•  was  placed  in  a  convent  at  Rome  merely  for  education,  and 

it  with  every  prejudice  imbibed  from  Mr.  White's  false  state- 

ents  respecting  religioiis  communities;  and  that  her  detection  of  his 

xls  became  the  first  step  to  her  happy  conversion.     Though 

le  Author  forbears  to  mention  them  here,  he  is  in  possession  of  names, 

imily,  places  and  all  circumstances  connected  with  the  ;ibovf  » 

lorious  to  Relierion,  and  confounding  to  its  calr 
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angelic  beings  must  have  inflicted  on  their  brother  ;  b  \ 
we  cannot  contentedly  suffer  that  private  feelings  ai 
individual  misfortunes  should  be  brought  forth  as  co 
demnatory  of  a  system,  sanctioned  by  the  wisdom  of 
many  centuries.  As  to  the  narrative  of  Maria  Francisc 
which  is  repeated  in  both  Mr.  White's  books,  in  ti 
same  words,  we  have  to  observe,  first,  that  it  appea 
from  Mr.  White's  own  account,  that  this  lady  was  di 
liked  and  ill-used  by  her  mother,  and  that,  rather  th; 
live  with  her,  she  came  to  the  impious  resolution 
"  risking  the  salvation  of  her  soul,"  and  so  entered 
convent,  evidently  without  a  proper  vocation  to  such 
life.  Any  one  who  acts  thus,  is  sure  to  be  unhappy 
a  convent,  and  deserves  to  be  so.  Secondly,  that  s 
made  her  escape  three  years  after  from  the  convent,  ai 
appeared  quite  in  despair,  saying  to  Mr.  White,  the 
is  no  hope  for  me !  Who  can  wonder  at  this  ?  Si 
entered  a  convent  feeling  that  she  was  not  called  to 
conventual  life ;  she  took  solemn  vows,  which  she  ft 
she  was  not  called  upon  to  take  ;  and  if  she  afterwar 
broke  these  vows,  and  forsook  the  convent,  she  m 
naturally  have  bordered  on  despair ;  but  who  was 
blame  ?  Certainly  not  the  convent,  but  herself.  Third! 
that  being  obliged  to  return  to  her  convent,  her  frien 
endeavoured  to  prove  the  nullity  of  her  profession,  b 
failed  ;  "  because,"  says  Mr.  White,  "  the  laws  of  Tre 
were  positive."  But  why  is  the  conventual  system 
be  blamed  here  ?  She  was  not  forced  in  the  first  instan 
to  make  those  vows  ;  she  made  them  of  her  own  accor 
resolved  even  to  "  risk  her  salvation"  by  making  thei 
Thus  the  law  of  the  Council,  which  provides  for  tl 
nullity  of  profession  in  cases  where  the  nun  has  be< 
compelled,  were  here  wholly  inapplicable.  Shehadact< 
impiously,  and  was  now  to  abide  by  the  consequenc 
of  her  impiety  ;  and  though  she  certainly  deserved  pit 
that  pity  should  lead  no  one  to  forget  the  justice  of  e 
onerating  religion  from  any  blame  in  the  transaction. 
Mr.  White,  entirely  passing  over  the  sound  reasoi 
and  manifest  advantages  which  recommend  that  priee 
should  lead  a  single  life,  is  wholly  bent  upon  the  grc 
and  perverse  idea,  that  where  marriage  is  not  preferre 
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i  vicious  course  of  life  must  inevitably  follow.  How 
nsulting  is  such  an  assumption,  not  only  to  the  sanctity 
o  many  thousands  of  holy  bishops  and  other  clergy, 
jf  whom  the  Catholic  Church  has  been  able  to  boast  in 
jvery  age;  but  even  to  numbers  of  virtuous  laymen, 
who  have  voluntarily  remained  unmarried,  and  yet  been 
iiodels  of  purity  and  holiness  !  We  shall  briefly  state 
the  advantages  of  celibacy,  and  refute  Mr.  White's  dis- 
graceful deduction.  A  single  life  is  of  itself  a  more 
perfect  state,  and  more  becoming  the  clergy,  than  the 
use  of  marriage.  St.  Paul  teaches  this  clearly,*  when 
he  says  that  the  unmarried  careth  for  the  things  of  the 
•Lord.  When  the  heretic  Jovinian,  first  broached  the 
doctrine  that  there  was  not  more  merit  in  a  single  life, 
the  Church  unanimously  condemned  him.t  Let  the 
duties  of  a  priest  be  considered  :  such  as  administering 
[the  sacraments,  particularly  confession  ;  attending  the 
sick,  and  even  persons  with  the  most  infectious  disorders, 
and  liable  to  be  called  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night ; 
ithat  he  must  be  the  father  of  the  poor,  of  widows,  ot 
orphans,  and  the  consoler  of  the  afflicted  and  desolate. 
iHow  incompatible  are  all  these  painful  functions  with 
[the  solicitudes  of  a  married  life  ?  A  married  priest, 
'moreover,  could  never  secure  for  himself  the  respect  and 
confidence  essential  for  the  success  of  his  ministry  ;  and 
(particularly  the  great  confidence  necessary  for  him  as  a 
iconfessor.  It  is  easy  to  conceive  this  from  the  conduct 
iof  the  Greeks  towards  their  married  priests,  and  the 
Hittle  respect  and  confidence  of  Protestants  towards 
'their  ministers. 

But  to  whom  is  the  practice  of  continence  painful  ? 
To  those  who  are  infected  with  the  too  common  depra- 
vity of  manners  in  the  world.  Let  the  cause  be  removed, 
and  virtue  will  soon  resume  her  rights.  When  scanda- 
lous irregularities  have  disgracedthe  clerical  profession, 
have  they  been  found  in  those  who  were  zealous  and 
laborious  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  ;  and  not 
rather  in  those  who  neglected  prayer  and  study  and 


*  1  Cor.  vii.  32,  33. 
f  See  St.  Jerom  against  Jovin.  chap.  2. 
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were  unfaithful  to  their  charge,  idle  and  dissipated,  ai 
perhaps  intruded  into  the  sacred  ministry  by  farai 
ambition  and  intrigue,  and  without  any  real  vocation 

Protestants  have  not  always  disapproved  ofceliba 
with  the  virulence  of  Mr.  White.  Mr.  Thorndikc 
judgment  is  worthy  of  attention  :  ''A  single  life  is 
safer  way  to  perfection  in  Christianity,  than  marriag 
So  is  the  profession  of  the  clergy,. ..  .and  the  gra 
which  our  JLord,  and  St.  Paul  after  him,  own  in  the 
that  do  this,  is  not  a  peculiar  temper  of  the  body,  obligii 
him  that  hath  it  to  live  single,  and  him  that  hath  it  nc 
to  marry  ;  but  a  single  zeal,  to  waive  that  which  G< 
makes  lawful  for  us,  that  we  may  the  better  come  to  h 
kingdom."* 

Here  a  learned  Protestant  judges  a  single  life  to  I 
a  "  safer  way  to  perfection  ;"  and  Mr.  White,  who  no 
calls  himself  a  Protestant,  proclaims  it  an  injury 
public  morals,  and  that  there  is  no  alternative  betwet 
matrimony  and  the  grossest  profligacy.  Deeply  do  w 
sigh  over  the  man  who  could  put  forth  such  shamele 
declarations  as  these  !  We  are  unwilling  to  charge  hi 
with  having  never  known  the  purity  of  a  holy  prie 
after  God's  own  heart  :  we  are  unwilling  to  charge  hi 
with  having  had  the  most  abandoned  characters  for  h 
associates  ;  and  we  feel  great  reluctance  to  defile  ot 
pages  with  some  extracts  in  his  own  words,  though  the 
are  necessary  to  vindicate  our  insulted  clergy.  Tt 
following  are  Mr.  White's  own  acknowledgments  ;  an 
let  the  reader  consider  well  how  much  they  disclo* 
of  the  character  of  their  author,  and  decide  if  such 
man  be  an  immaculate  witness  or  judge  of  the  value  < 
celibacy.  Speaking  of  such  ecclesiastics  as  were  h 
own  intimate  friends,  he  says  :  "  The  coarse  franknei 
of  associate  dissoluteness,  left  no  secrets  among  tfc 
spiritual  slaves,  who,  unable  to  separate  the  laws  < 
God  from  those  of  their  tyrannical  church,  trample 
both  under  foot,  in  riotous  despair.  Such  are  tl 
sources  of  the  knowledge  I  possess  :  God,  sorrow  an 
remorse,  are  my  witnesses. "+  Soon  after  he  speaks  < 

*  Just  Weights  and  Measures,  ch.  llth.  p,  74. 
f  "  Evidence,"  p.  130. 
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ne  of  his  particular  friends,  who  after  being  promoted 

of  the  highest  clerical  dignities  in  Spain,  "sunk 

:t  once  into  the  grossest  and  most  daring  profligacy,"  of 

.'hicli  he  gives  an  instance  too  abominable  to  appear  in 

pages. J     After  this  come  the  following  remark- 

ble  words:  "I  had  loved  him  when  both  our  minds 

pure  :   I  loved  him  when  Catholicism  had  driven  us 

'  oth  from  the  path  of  virtue,"  &c.     Such  avowals  need 

I'ittle  comment:  but  if  such  was  the  character  of  Mr. 

White  and  his  bosom  friends,  we  will  not  endure  that 

fhe  venerable  body  of  Fathers,  assembled  at  the  Council 

if  Trent  should  have  it  asserted  of  them  with  daring- 

rod  impious  calumny,  and  without  an  attempt  at  proof 

f. gainst  even  one   indiuidual,    that    of   "six-hundred 

bishops,  few  could  have  cast  the  first  stoue  at  the  adul- 

press."*     Nor  can  we  read  without  indignation,  the 

Mbad  assertion  thut  most  priests  wade  through  the  miry 

plough  of  a  vicious  life  ;  having  the  happiness  to  know 

roni  personal  acquaintance  with  so  many  ornaments  of 

the  Catholic  priesthood,  and  from  so  many  other  re- 

pectable  sources  of  convicticn,  how  far  such  a  charge  is 

roin  truth,   and  even  probability.     The  innocent  are 

iot  here  to  suffer  for  the  guilty  :  the  venerable  body  of 

Catholic  Clergy  is  not  thus  to  be  impeached  because 

!  fir.  White's  friends,  some  Spanish  ecclesiastics,  sacri- 

egiously  broke  their  solemn  vows. 

Mr.  White  is  an  admirer  of  Erasmus.  Has  he  for- 
•otten  that  great  man's  satirical  condemnation  of  the 
agerness  with  which  the  reformers  flew  to  matrimony  ? 
•This  is  the  way  then  that  they  crucify  themselves! 
The  reformation  seems  to  have  had  no  other  end  but  to 
ransform  monks  and  nuns  into  husbands  and  wives  ; 
nd  this  grand  tragedy  will  end  like  the  comedies, 
all  are  married  in  the  last  act  !"t  It  does  not 
pprar  that  Mr.  White  has  married  ;  but  in  the  first 
;ue  of  his  Preservative,  page  24,  he  signafies  that 
ie  should  have  had  no  scruple  about  it.  St.  Paul, 
lowever,  annexes  the  guilt  of  damnation  to  a  breach 

*  P.  122.  f  "  Evidence,"  p.  128. 

J  See  Entretiens  Philosophiques,  by  the  Protestant  Baron  Starck 
.  48. 
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of  a  vow  of  chastity.*  And  St.  Augustin  declares  h 
opinion  thus  :  "  I  am  not  afraid  to  say,  that  falling  fro 
chastity  vowed  to  God,  is  worse  than  adultery ."t 

On  this  subject  we  shall  make  but  one  more  observ; 
tion.  In  making  only  a  general  use  of  knowled^ 
acquired  as  a  confessor,  which  Mr.  White  has  doi 
according  to  his  own  acknowledgment,  in  page»  13' 
133,  and  135  of  his  "  Evidence,"  he  has  acted  as  di 
honourably  as  man  is  capable  of  acting.  Though  1 
mightcease  to  consider  the  obligation  sacramentally,  I 
could  not,  as  a  gentleman  and  a  man  of  honour,  consid* 
the  trust  so  reposed  in  him  but  as  most  sacred  ai 
eternally  inviolable  ;  and  though,  he  has  not  betray* 
individuals,  he  has  reflected  upon  whole  bodies,  in 
manner  which  renders  him  for  ever  unworthy  of  coi 
fidence. 

As  the  great  object  of  Mr.  White,  in  both  his  book 
was  evidently  to  fix  upon  Catholics  the  odious,  ui 
charitable,  and  often  refuted  charge  of  making  perseci 
tion  a  part  of  their  creed,  he  winds  up  his  "  Poor  Man 
Preservative  against  Popery,"  with  repeating,  in  tl 
most  unmeasured  terms,  this  insulting  calumny  again 
so  many  millions  of  his  fellow-Christians.  To  th 
charge  we  have  already  spoken,  and  shall  add  no  mo 
in  this  place  than  indignantly  to  declare  that  the  accv 
sation  is  totally  FALSE.  How  much  more  honourab 
and  Christian  is  the  conduct  of  another  Clergyman 
the  Church  of  England,  who,  instead  of  calling  i 
calumny  and  misrepresentation  to  keep  alive  the  pr 
judices  already  too  fatally  enkindled  against  us,  el 
quently  exhorts  those  who  difter  from  us  to  examine  01 
tenets  accurately,  and  expose  them  in  such  spirit  ai 
temper  as  may  convince  us  that  their  hearts'  desire  is 
convert  us,  if  we  are  in  error.  "If,"  says  he,  u  tli 
mode  does  not  succeed,  our  own  personal  experienc 
and  the  history  of  our  own  country,  might  serve  to  coi 
vince  us  of  the  futility  of  any  other.  It  is  in  vain  th 
our  statute-book  has  been  disgraced  by  edicts  moi 
ingeniously  cruel  and  absurdly  oppressive  than  ev< 

*  2  Tim.  v,  11,  12. 
f  De  Bono  Yiduitatis,  cap.  11. 
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lisgraced  the  codes  of  Imperial  or  Papal  Rome.  It  is 
<n  vain  that  parents  were  compelled  to  surrender  the 
nurture  and  education  of  their  children,  and  the  child 
>»ribed  to  rebel  against  his  parents,  to  expel  them  from 
'heir  homes,  and  consign  them  and  their  helpless  families 
tto  beggary  and  famine  In  vain  have  we  attainted  as  a 
'traitor  the  minister  for  performing  at  the  altar  the 
Established  offices  of  his  religion,  and  branded  as  a  felon 
jibe  pious  devotee  who  assisted  at  the  solemn  service, 
^"ou  have  beaten  them  down  to  the  earth,  indeed,  but 
[ihey  have  risen  up  from  it  with  Antaean  energy  and 
ydra-like  fecundity.  They  sprung  up  from  your  un- 
enerous  oppression,  and  multiplied  numbers  to  shame 

nd  amaze  you But  there  is  no  particular  in  which 

re  do  so  much  injustice  to  our  brethren  of  the  Romish 
Communion,  and  eventually  to  ourselves,  as  by  mis- 
epresentation  of  their  tenets  and  principles.* 

How  much  more  honourable,  we  repeat,  is  the  recom- 
icndation  of  Mr.  Bird,  than  the  whole  design  of  Mr, 
Blanco  White,  in  the  works  which  we  have  now  re- 
iewed  !  Their  whole  end  and  object  appears  to  have 
een  to  keep  open,  if  not  to  widen  those  unhappy 
reaches,  which  every  charitable  Christian  would  gladly 
?e  closed  for  ever.  And  this  end  is  pursued  throughout, 
3  it  has  been  our  unpleasant  task  to  shew,  by  misre- 
resentations,  calumnies,  and  base  insinuations,  not 
quailed  upon  the  whole  by  any  work  that  ever  came 
tefore  us,  from  the  pen  of  our  most  prejudiced  ad- 
<ersaries. 

We  have  now  done  with  Mr.  Blanco  White.  But  in 
arting,  we  would  entreat  him  to  reflect  how  grievously 
;is  pages  have  insulted  the  Church  which  nurtured  him, 
nd  opened  to  him  the  gates  of  its  sanctuary.  We 
rould  beg  of  him  seriously  to  consider  how  far  he  has 
impugned  the  known  truth,"  by  the  many  revolting 
Barges  he  has  propagated  against  the  creed  of  his 
•ithers.  We  have  little  hope  that  any  remonstrances 
fours  will  lead  him  to  return,  "  crs  he  has  deeply  re- 
ilted  :"  we  shudder  when  we  read  of  the  extreme  diffi- 

*  See  the  excellent  Sermon  of  the  Rev.  C.  Bird,  A.M.,  before  the 
adges  at  Appleby,  A 115.  12,  1826. 
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culty,  of  which  the  Apostle  speaks,  for  "  those  who  ha 
been  once  enlightened,  and  have  tasted  the  heaver 
gift,  and  have  fallen  away,  to  be  renewed  again 
penance."  But  we  earnestly  assure  both  him  and  1 
readers,  that,  much  cause  as  we  have  for  resentmer 
we  have  not  been  moved  to  oppose  him  from  that  feelin 
but  from  a  sacred  regard  for  truth  ;  from  a  fear  th 
some  might  be  taught  to  think  evil  of  us,  and  othe 
confirmed  in  their  animosity  against  us,  by  stal 
ments  coming  from  a  priest  once  of  our  communio 
and  from  an  earnest  desire  to  vindicate  our  venerat 
Church  from  the  bitter  enemy  she  has  found  in  one,  fo 
merly  of  her  own  household.  To  us,  our  faith  is  "  i 
more  precious  than  gold,"  and  our  religion  dearer  th 
any  earthly  prospects  or  rewards  :  our  ancestors  clui 
to  it  in  the  darkness  of  persecution,  and  we  shall  eager 
defend  it  against  those  who  would  make  our  days 
comparative  "  peace,  most  bitter."  Our  prayer  is  wi 
the  holy  Psalmist  :  "  Thou  hast  taught  me,  O  God^fn 
my  youth  ;  and  till  now  I  will  declare  thy  wonderj 
works.  And  unto  old  age  and  grey  hairs,  O  God*  for sa 
me  not  /"—Psalm  Ixx,  17,  18. 
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